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Current Topics. 
The New Lord Justice. 
TuE news of the formal appointment of Mr. Movtrtoy, K.C., 
to the vacant Lord Justiceship reaches us too late for comment 
this week. 


The Land Transfer Act and the Elections. 

WE Have heard of many instances of the beneficial result 
which has attended the enlightenment by solicitors of Parlia- 
mentary candidates at the recent elections as to the results of 
compulsory registration in London; and it may be hoped that in 
the new Parliament there will be a considerable body of 
opponents of any extension of the system. We are told that in 
one case a successful candidate expressed his readiness to 
introduce a Bill for the abolition of compulsory registration in 
London. Nevertheless, the Law Society and the country law 
societies will do well to keep their organizations in working 
order to meet any attempt by the Land Registry to obtain 
increased powers which may be suddenly sprung on the 
new Parliament. Notwithstanding Mr. Brickpae’s letter to 
Mr. Rvsinstgrn, which we printed last week, the registry 
cannot fail to be smarting under Mr. Justice Wanrinetor’s recent 
severe censure ; and will be anxious, if possible, to obviate it by 
compelling everyone to register with an absolute title. We have 
reason to know that Lord Harssury is as devoted as ever to 
his pet project, and as an abettor of the scheme, may be more 
dangerous out of office than whea in office. 


The Practice of the Probate Division. 
Oy THE 19th inst. the President of the Probate Division called 
attention to a matter affecting the practice of the court on motion 
days, as to which he had been in consultation with the registrar 
and the bar. It frequently happened that when the papers 
lodged on motions came to be looked into, they were found to be 
obviously incomplete and defective, the result being that much 
of the valuable time of the court was taken up in going into 
matters which had to be adjourned and gone into on another 
occasion. He had, therefore, given the following direction, 
which would be strictly adhered to: “Principal Probate Registry, 
January 18, 1906. In future, cases on motion in which the 
affidavits or papers lodged are found by the registrar to be 
clearly defective or inco _— will not be put into the list on 
motion days without speci leave until the affidavits and papers 
are in order.—By order.” 
13 
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Stamp Duty on Leases of Chattels. 

AtrEntion is called, in a letter which we print elsewhere, to 
the curious anomaly under which an instrument which operates 
as a lease of chattels at a rent is chargeable with stamp 
duty, not as a lease, but as a bond securing an annuity. The 
point was taken by Cottins, J., in Jones v. Inland Revenue 
Commissioners (43 W. R. 318; 1895, 1 Q. B. 484) that the head 
“lease or tack” in the Stamp Act, 1891, referred to leases or tacks 
of land, or at all events of hereditaments, and that a lease of chattels 
at a rent fell under the head ‘“ bond, covenant, or instrument of 
any kind whatsoever being the only or principal or primary 
security for any annuity.” Accordingly, in that case an agree- 
ment under seal for the use of telephonic lines and apparatus 
at a yearly rent was held to be chargeable under the 
latter head, and this was approved by the Court of Appeal 
in National Telephone Co. v. Inland Revenue Commissioners (47 
W. R. 247 ; 1899, 1 Q B. 250), and subsequently by the House 
of Lords in the same case (48 W. R. 210; 1900, A.C. 1). The 
instrument there was not under seal, but agreements under hand 
only are brought in by the words “instrument of any kind 
whatsoever.” These decisions have very much extended the 
ecope of the head of the Stamp Act in question, and since 2s. 6d. 
per cent. ad valorem duty is payable on the total amount of the 
snnual payments secured by the agreement, the charge may, as 
in the case mentioned by our correspondent, become very onerous. 
It is one of those cases in which the Inland Revenue authorities 
of recent years have found it possible to increase their returns, 
and it will have to wait for a more equitable settlement of 
the law. 


Payments to Sub-contractors. 

Tue REcent case of Re Wilkinson (54 W. R. 157) shews the 
convenience of introducing into contracts where part of the work 
is to be done by sub-contractors a clause enabling payment, 
under suitable circumstances, to be made direct to a sub-con- 
tractor. In a contract with a local authority for the carrying 
out of drainage works at a cost of over £11,000, it was provided 
that the money was to be paid by monthly instalments on the 
certificate of the local authority’s engineer; certain machinery 
wes to be supplied by specified firms, and it was further pro- 
vided that if the engineer should have reasonable cause to 
believe that the contractor was unduly delaying proper payment 
to these firms, he should have power, if he thought fit, to 
order direct payment to them. When the contract had 
been nearly completed, the contractor became bankrupt, and 
there was then a sum due to him from the local authority, 
and he was indebted in a larger sum to the firms who had 
supplied machinery. Under these circumstances, the engineer 
treated the contractor as having unduly delayed payment to 
these firms, and he ordered direct payment to them of the sum 
owing to the bankrupt. Bicuam, J., held that this order was 
good as against the trustee in bankruptcy. The local authority, 
he said, were enabled, by inserting such a clause in their 
contract, to give a certain amount of confidence to people 
supplying goods to the contractor, and it was inserted both in 
the interest of the local authority and of such persons. The 
clause gave an authority as to payment which it was not com- 
petent for the contractor to withdraw, and it was brought into 
play when he was adjudicated bankrupt, and so lost the 
_— to pay for the machinery which had been supplied to 

im. It should be noticed that he filed his own petition, and 


hence it was, by his own act that he lost this — It was, 


therefore, more obvious that he was unduly delaying payment. 
But it may be doubted whether the result would be affected by 
this technicality. 

Borrowing by Agent Without Authority. 

Tue case of Lannatyne v. Maclver, decided by the Court of 
a on the 22nd of November, was founded upon a rather 
unfamiliar rule of law. The defendants, a firm of ship and 
insurance brokers, carrying on business at Liverpool, established 
& branch business in London and appointed one of their clerks 
as manager. There was a banking accoust with a London bank 
in the name of the defendant firm, upon which the manager 


drew. He was supplied with money from time to time, which was 
paid into this banking account, but at one time the balance 





was low and he applied to the plaintiff fora loan. The plaintg 
asked whether the loan was for the firm, and on being told by 
the manager that it was, he made out a cheque in the name gf 
the firm which was passed through their London bankj 

account and entered in their books. The money was used 

the manager in payment of expenses of the London branch, sug 
as rent, salaries, and other ordinary matters of business, Thy 
defendants adduced evidence to shew that remittances haj 
been made by them to the manager sufficient jp 
cover all the liabilities of the branch, and that j 
was wholly unnecessary for him to borrow money. It furthe 
appeared that, subsequently to the first loan, he borrowed other 
sums of money from the plaintiff, the whole amount being £350, 
for which he accepted in the name of the firm a bill on which 
the plaintiff sued. It may, therefore, be assumed that the money 
in respect of which the bill was drawn, having been borrowed 
by an agent on behalf of his principal without any authority, 
express or implied, the principal could not be sued at lay, 
But the plaintiff relied upon the equitable rule that, t 
the extent to which the money borrowed had in fact 
been applied in paying legal debts and obligations of the 
principal, the lender was entitled to stand in the same position as 
if the money had been originally borrowed by the principal. 
The court adopted this view, being influenced by the fact that it 
appeared from the bankers’ account that the money first 
borrowed went to the credit of the firm’s account at their 
benkers. It was ordered, therefore, that an account should be 
taken to ascertain what debts and legal obligations of the firm 
were in fact paid off by means of the borrowed money. This 
decision would no doubt have amazed those who practised before 
the Judicature Acts, but it will probably satisfy those engaged 
in business as being in accordance with fairness and justice. 


Conditions Contained in a Ticket. 


THE OLD question whether conditions are binding which are 
contained in a ticket, or other such document, delivered by one 
party to a contract to the other party, was raised again in the 
recent action of Roberts v. The General Steam Navigation Co, 
The plaintiff had been a passenger on a steamship belonging 
to the defendants, and had taken a ticket, on the face of which 
was plainly printed a condition that the defendants should not be 
liable for any injury or loss either to passengers or their 
luggage, whether the same were caused by negligence or other- 
wise. The plaintiff suffered a personal injury during the voyage 
and sued the defendants for damages for negligence. The 
judge seemed to think that the law on the subject has not been 
settled ; but, it is submitted, the law has been very clearly laid down, 
and the questions proper for the jury in such cases have been 
clearly formulated. Pn Richardson v. Rountree (1894, A. O. 217) 
the House of Lords fully approved of the decision of the Court 
of Appeal in Parker v. South-Eastern Railway Co. (2 0. P.D. 
416). In that case Metiisu, LJ., said that “the proper 
direction to leave to the jury in these cases is, that if the 
person receiving the ticket did not see or know that there was 
any writing on the ticket, he is not bound by the conditions; 
that if he knew there was writing, and knew or believed that 
the writing contained conditions, then he is bound by the condi- 
tions; that if he knew there was writing on the ticket, but 
did not know or believe that the writing contained conditions, 
nevertheless he would be bound, if the delivering of the ticket 
to him in such a manner that he could see there was writing 
upon it was, in the opinion of the jury, reasonable notice that 
the writing contained conditions.” Where a person has a ticket put 
into his hand with printed matter on the face of it, it may fairly be 
assumed in ordinary circumstances that he sees it, and that, if 
he thinks about the matter at all, he mugt know that it refers t 
the agreement he is making. Therefore, it seems clear that m 
all these cases the chief question to be left to the jury is “Did 
the defendants do what was reasonably sufficient to give the 
plaintiff notice of the conditions?” If this question is answer® 
in the negative, and it is also found that the plaintiff did not ™ 
fact know of the conditions, then the conditions are m0 
binding upon him. But if the question is answered in. 
affirmative, then undoubtedly on the authorities the conditions 
are binding on the plaintiff. The question, therefore, resolves 
itself into one for the jury, whether reasonable notice 
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wnditions was given. In Richardson v. Rountree the House of 
Lords refused to disturb a verdict for a plaintiff in such a case, 
where the ticket was given to an uneducated person folded up, 
Ia another case conditions were buried amongst a number of 
advertisements, and a verdict for the plaintiff was upheld. It 
must always be a question of fact whether reasonable 
notice in all the circumstances was given. The ques- 
tion of the reasonableness of the conditions is not 
material. If a man chooses to make an unreasonable agree- 
ment he must abide by it. It is, however, a serious question 
whether legislation is not needed as to the reasonableness of 
contracts for the carriage of persons. Conditions limiting the 
liability of railway companies for negligence in the carriage of 

are void if unreasonable. But persons take tickets for 
their own carriage more hurriedly and with less care usually than 
they exercise in sending goods. Should they not be protected 
against unreasonable conditions? Railway companies, as a 
rule, make no attempt to limit their liability in respect of 
personal injuries by negligence, Steamship companies, however, 
very commonly do so, and manage to avoid all such liability 
by putting these wide conditions on their tickets, 


Restrictive Covenants. 


WE piscussep last week the decision of the Court of Appeal 
unanimously affirming the decision of FarweEut, J., in Nisbet and 
Potts’ Contract (1905, 1 Ch. 391). Writing on the matter, a 
learned correspondent says ; ‘‘ The decision is perhaps the most 
important enunciation of the law with regard to restrictive 
covenants which has been given during the last twenty 
years. It settles, once and for all, that a_ restrictive 
covenant is a burden on the land, and not merely, as was 
formerly supposed, on the conscience of the covenantor. 
Moreover, the decision seems to establish that the equitable 
burden created by a restrictive covenant is not collateral to the 
land or annexed in privity to the estate of the covenantor, so as 
to stand or fall with that estate. Consequently, this equitable 
burden subsists even after the estate of the covenantor has been 
extinguished by the Statute of Limitations, It would of 
course be extremely inconvenient if a squatter on land 
were not bound by a restrictive covenant, It was decided 
forty years ago that a tenant from year to year, who had 
taken without actual notice of a restrictive covenant 
contained in a conveyance of the freehold, was nevertheless 
bound by it: see Wilson v. Hart (1 Oh. 463). Referring to this 
decision, Lord Romwmuy remarked (L. R. 7 Eq. 530) that, 
“although no doubt that was a strong instanee of legislative action 
on the part of the judges of this court, one can easily see the 
immense amount of mischief which was intended to be obviated 
byit.” Possibly similar considerations of convenience may, to some 
extent, have influenced the minds of the judges in the present case. 
The part of the decision which seems to be most open to comment 
is the assumption that subsequent assignees of the disseisor had 
constructive notice of the restriction, on the ground that they 
ought to have required a forty years’ title. In Nottingham Patent 
Brick and Tile Co, v. Buller (16 Q. B. D, 778) the property in 
question (Lot 11) was conveyed in 1866 to Barnett, subject to a 
restrictive covenant. Barnatr conveyed to WINDLEY in 1868, 
the conveyance containing no reference to the restriction. In 
1877, only eleven years after the original conveyance, the pro- 
perty was conveyed by Winpizy to the defendant Burier, who 
apparently accepted the 1868 deed as his root of title, and did not 
discover the existence of the restriction until after the completion 
(see facts stated on p. 781). Now, if a purchaser has construc- 
Uve notice of all deeds forming part of the full title allowed by 
law, it is obvious that Burzer must be deemed to have had 
notice of the covenant in the 1866 conveyance, Yet, not only did 
Lord Esurr (p, 787) assume ‘that Buruer was a purchaser for 
value without notice of the restrictions,’ but Lrypiey, L.J. 
(P 789 , said ‘upon the evidence as it now stands it seems to me 

at Burier bought without notice of the covenants.’ All the 
Lords J ustices treated the question, whether or not Bur.er was 
affected with notice, as a question of fact and a matter of 
evidence, It would, therefore, seem that the arbitrary rule as 
% constructive notice which is now assumed to exist was 


_ to the judges of the Court of Appeal twenty years 





The Money-lenders Act, 1900. 


Cases under the Money-lenders Act, 1900, continue to come 
before the courts, one of the latest being the Irish case of 
Wells v. Joyce. In this case an Irish farmer, having read 
the advertisements of the plaintiff, an English registered 
money-lender, applied, on the 5th of March, 1903, and obtained 
an advance of £70 on his note for £100, £25 of which was 
repayable in five monthly instalments, and the balance, £75, 
was payable on the 5th of September, 1903. The defendant, in 
consenting to these terms, appears to have been much influenced 
by the sight of the bank-notes and gold which the agent of the 
plaintiff carried to Ireland and exposed to the view of the 
hesitating borrower. History repeats itself. It may be remem- 
bered that Mr. Manrati1, in the Nicholas Nickleby of Cuartes 
Dickens, brought two bills, the aggregate amount of which was 
£75, for discount, and was rather disconcerted when he was 
told that he would only receive £50 on the transaction. 
But when the bill discounter rattled his cash-box, Mr, 
ManTAtini made no further resistance and accepted the terms 
offered to him, In both cases the interest charged was 
excessive; the question remained, “ Was the transaction 
harsh and unconscionable” within the meaning of the Act? 
But in the Irish case there was a further provision that, 
on default in payment of any instalment, the whole debt 
should become repayable. The note was paid off and a renewal 
on the same terms was made on the 5th of September, 1903, a 
note being given in the same form and £70 being advanced. 
On this the defendant paid four instalments of £5 each, and a 
writ having been issued against him for £80, he paid £30 and 
signed a new note for £74 in April, 1900, payable by five con- 
secutive instalments of £5 each, and the balance, £49, on the 15th 
of October, 1904. Having paid £5 in respect of this note, a 
writ was issued against him for the balance of £69 in July, 
1904. In these circumstances the Irish court, believing the 
defendant’s statement that he never understood or appreciated 
the effect of the default clause, and considering that he 
was subjected to undue pressure at the time when he signed 
the last note, made an order that the account should be re-opened 
and the defendant relieved from the payment of anything beyond 
the principal advanced, with reasonable interest. Farmers are 
often pressed for money before they can realize the produce of 
their farms, but they are not likely in any case to derive 
benefit from dealings with advertising money-lenders, We have 
heard that in some of the rural districts of Germany banks 
established for the accommodation of those engaged in agriculture 
are able, from their intimate knowledge of the position of their 
customers, to offer their salutary assistance in every case where 
there is a reasonable chance of extrication from their difficulties. 
The introduction of similar banks into this country would 
robably afford more relief to borrowers than any number of 
Ranurleatng Acts, 


Revision of Unwritten Judgments. 

Tue stupENT of case law may sometimes think that when the 
judge has made up his mind with regard to the question under 
consideration, the task of preparing his judgment need not be 
attended with any particular difficulty. A short statement of the 
the material facts, a reference to the law which in the judge’s 
opinion governs the point in dispute, and nothing is left but 9 
dry statement of the decision of the court. If, as is frequently 
the case, the matter to be determined is the interpretation of a 
section or sections of a statute, the reference to the law may 
naturally come first. All this may be true if one judgment only 
is delivered, but the labour is greater where the bench consists 
of several judges, each of whom thinks it necessary to deliver a 
separate opinion. We are strongly disposed to think that in a 
large proportion of the cases which come before such a court 
the best judgment that can be delivered by the ape 
judges would be contained in the six words, “I am 


the same opinion.” But there is little to enco so brief 
a form of assent. A judge may think that if he it he 
may be thought to be discharging his duties in a 

manner; he may sometimes some special knowledge of 


the law applicable to the subject in hand, or he may think that 
a separate judgment is the best evidence that the matter before 
him has reosived due attention. In the result several judgments 
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are often reported when one would be sufficient, and the bulk of 
the reports is increased without any corresponding benefit to the 
reader. It is quite in the natural course of things that a 
judge in giving judgment should read extracts from previous 
judgments which have not been noticed by his colleagues, 
but it becomes a question, when these extracts are numerous, 
whether they should be set out in full in the report. We do 
not mean that the reporter, in imitation of the style of Parlia- 
mentary draftsmen, should say that the learned judge read a 
passage beginning and ending with specified words. But there 
are occasions when it would be enough, without setting out the 
extract, to refer to the page in the report. There is no reason to 
suppose that our judges are more verbose than their predeces- 
sors, but we cannot but think that condensation was carried 
— in the days of Lord Campsett than itis at the present 
ay. 


The Progress of Luxury. 


Many barristers now living, says a correspondent, have a 
keen recollection of the discomforts which were formerly ex- 
perienced by those who practised in the superior courts. 
The Chancery barrister attended courts which were unpro- 
vided with robing-rooms, and walked about Chancery-lane 
or New-square in wig and gown with no adequate pro- 
tection from our cool and rainy climate. The common law 
barrister, whose courts were at Westminster or Guildhall, had 
the privilege of using robing-rooms which were as a rule dirty, 
crowded, and ill-ventilated. The courts sat punctually at 10 a.m., 
sometimes on circuit at 9 a.m. The notion that the advocate in 
a busy case required a suitable interval for luncheon was 
scouted by the judges, some of whom took pride in getting 
through the day without luncheon, and the barrister who was 
single-handed, or without the assistance of a leader or junior, 
had a rough time of it. These discomforts may be contrasted 
with the procedure of the present day. The courts do not sit till 
10.30 or even later; the interval for luncheon, which may be 
taken in a commodious room, is never less than half an hour; 
the court rises punctually at 4 p.m., and the barrister has not 
far to go in order to reach his chambers. It is, however, quite 
possible that hardships are undergone by those who practise at 
the present day, and the latest complaint is of superabundant 
ventilation, causing coughs and colds. 


The French Law of Spendthrifts. 


Aw action which has just been determined in the First 
Tribunal of the Seine is an illustration of the strict control which 
the French law exercises over the dealings of prodigals or spend- 
thrifts. It appeared that in 1899 an order was made by the court 
assigning a judicial council to a certain Prince on the ground 
of his reckless extravagance, and restraining him, without the 
consent of this council, from entering into any transactions of 
loan or transfer with regard to his property. The action 
was brought by a jeweller, who alleged that he had some 
years since deposited with the Prince various articles of 
jewellery of great value which were to be returned on 
demand. These articles had never been returned, and 
the owner sought to recover their value. The court, after a 
careful consideration of the evidence, came to the conclusion that 
the transaction was a device to enable the Prince to evade the 
law by raising money on the security of the jewels and render- 
ing his estate liable for the value put upon them by the jeweller. 
The action was accordingly dismissed. We have the greatest 
doubt whether the English law will ever tolerate such an inter- 
ference with the liberty of the subject as to put the slightest 
restraint on his power to strip himself of all his worldly goods 
and reduce himeelf to beggary and destitution. 


At University College, London, Professor Sir John Macdonell, M.A., 
LL,B., C.B. (Quain Professor of Comparative Law), will deliver a course of 
three lectures on Tuesdays, at five o'clock, beginning on the 30th inst., the 


subject being “‘ Modern Labour Laws.” ‘These lectures will be followed 
by a course ot lectures on international law, with special reference to 
neutrality. The lectures are open to the public without fee; they are 
intended not only for lawyers, but for students of political economy, 
political science, and sociology. Inquiries respecting these courses, the 


other law courses, the professor's prizes, and the Joveph Hume Scholar- 
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Lord Justice Mathew. 


THE inevitable and regrettable resignation of Lord Justi 
Maruew is announced. It was at first hoped that his sejzuy 
was a slight matter and that he would soon recover and be able 
sit again on the bench. But that hope has been disappointej, 
The Court of Appeal is in urgent need of its full strength, an 
resignation became a necessity. We recently deprecated any 
disposition on the part of the judges to retire in order 
facilitate party arrangements within a measurable period eithe 
before or after a political crisis. But the circumstances of the 
present case remove it from any shadow of censure on this 
ground, and the present ministry has the good fortune to coms 
early into the heritage of judicial patronage. It is to be hoped 
that in the exercise of it they will have a single eye to the 
efficiency of the Court of Appeal. 

Lord Justice MarHew was Irish of the Irish. A relative of 
the well-known Father Maruew, he was also a Oatholic of the 
Catholics, but nevertheless an independent Catholic layman, 
After a brilliant educational career in his native land, he decided 
to try his fortune at the English bar. There is a story that on 
the occasion of his first voyage to England his comrades and 
friends flocked to see him off and overwhelmed him with good 
wishes for the ‘‘ spoiling of the Egyptians.” And very effectively 
he spoiled them, not by the terror of miracles, but by bringing 
them under the fascinating spell of his wit and good humour 
and brilliant talents. He joined Lincoln’s-inn, drew first blood 
by gaining the studentship there, and was called to the bar in 
1853. After a sound foundation in equity, he joined the common 
law bar—thus reversing the history of Lord Justice Baacattay, 
There good fortune came to the help of his brilliant parts, 
and, joining the Home Circuit, he soon became absorbed 
from it into the most interesting and lucrative commercial 
work of the then Guildhall sittings. His call to the bar 
synchronized with the reformed procedure under the Common 
Law Procedure Acts of 1852 and 1854—and he had the most 
perfect and intimate acquaintance with every detail of that pro- 
cedure and of the report of the commission upon which the Acts 
were founded. He always kept in his pupil-room a copy of 
that report, and invited his pupils to study it carefully. Com- 
bined with this proficiency in procedure, his mastery of the law 
of shipping, marine insurance, banking, and other commercial 
matters was unequalled. It was not confined to English case 
law or text-books; he was equally at home in French and 
American authorities; and the judgments of the Supreme Court 
of the United States of America or of the old Bordeaux 
Tribunal of Commerce were hardly less familiar or important to 
him than those of the Exchequer Chamber or House of Lords. 
He worshipped Lord Mansrietp for broadening the bounds 
of commercial equity by absorption of the law merchant, and 
despised Lord Epon for crystallizing and mortifying the 
principles of domestic equity. He was, we believe, the author 
of the sarcastic parody of the relations of law and equity which 
used to be current in Westminster Hall in the pre-Judicature- 
Act days: ‘“ When the common law is sound and rational, equity 
interferes by injunction; but when the common law is anti 
quated and irrational, then equity follows the law.” In more 
modern days his ideal judge was Mr. Justice Wuixxs, and his 
ideal advocate, before a court im banc, was Mr. (after 
wards Lord Justice) Mziiise, whom he would describe as # 
perfect a logician that the judges went down before him (even 
when he was wrong) out of sheer inability to find the answers 
to his syllogismes. 

There was one eerious interruption to his regular commercial 
practice. He was one of the “rally” of Roman Catholic 
advocates retained to defend the interests of the Tichborne 
family against the pretensions of “the claimant” Anrivs 
Orron ; and during the whole of that lengthy criminal trial he 
was always on the spot and on the alert with every assistance 
hie brilliant leader, Mr. Hawkins (now Lord Brampton). The 
proceedings lasted so long that his chambers were filled with 
huge volumes of printed evidence which ousted the comm 

briefs, and his friends feared that his valuable practice would 
never return. But there was no need for any such fear; there 
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was no one who could oust him in his own line, and before the 
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yerdict was given the briefs were pouring in again, even more 
fully than before. 

He never took silk; an affection of the throat made him 
shrink from the strain. But in 1881 he was raised to the bench 
as a judge of the High Court; and very great expectations were 
formed of his position as a judge. At first they were dis- 
appointed, and he became very unpopular with the common law 
bar. His enormous knowledge of the technicalities of practice 
was even surpassed by his contempt for them, which was 
at times almost ferocious. His quick perception of. the real 

ints at issue outpaced both the wish of average counsel to 
approach them and their ability to state them ; and his sarcastic 
tongue and Irish temper were the occasion of many scenes in 
court and much more resentment afterwards. In these matters his 
objects and principles were identical with those of his life-long 
friend and no less satirical colleague, Mr. Justice (afterwards 
lord) Bowen; but their relative success in achieving their 
objects and establishing their principles shews a remarkable con- 
trast. More than any other judge since the amalgamation of 
the courts, Lord Bowen has succeeded in impressing upon the 
King’s Bench Division in particular, but upon all divisions also, 
the insignificant importance of technicalities of procedure or 
errors of solicitors or counsel as compared with the real issue; 
while Mr. Justice Marnew caused irritation and perhaps some 
reaction. As Mr. W. 8. Grrzert would say, “It is all a matter 
of skill, And every Jack must study the knack, If he wants 
to make sure of his Jill.” Lord Bowen had the knack ; his temper 
was perfect, and his gentle Horatian satire circum praecordia 
ludens was always enjoyed by the victim, who usually became 
converted and often rejoiced that he had not been the means of 

rverting substantial justice. Mr. Justice MarHew, on the 
other hand, had the scathing sarcasm of JcvEnaL, which wounds 
the vanity and hurts the wound, and makes the victim, though 
rightly a victim, feel and appear a martyr. But in substance 
he was as sound as Bowen; and a good illustration of this was 
soon given. When he was assigned to deal with the arrears of 
the Chancery Division, which were then very heavy, he was less 
rough with an unfamiliar bar, and he cleared off the arrears in 
magnificent style, shewing a mastery of principle and com- 
plicated facts which commanded the admiration of the Chancery 
leaders, even if they were a little bewildered and fatigued at 
the unusual pace. 

The same temper brought him into collision with the Irish 
bar when he presided over the commission upon the question of 
evicted tenants. There, of course, the air was electric. He was 
a Roman Catholic, and the Protestant temper was roused. He 
refused to hear counsel, which the retained parristers thought an 
insult, and confusion and anger were dire, and were not mollified 
by the judge. But in substance he was quite right; in such an 
inquiry advocates only waste time, and this would have been 
realized in any country but this, where we have imported even 
into criminal trials the ‘‘ party and party” superstition. It was 
this which rendered the Parnell Commission comparatively 
ineffective and fearfully dilatory. And now we have Mr. Justice 
Farwewt, in a firm but gentler way, dealing with a Royal 
Commission exactly on the methods then desired by Mr. Justice 
Maruew, with the approval and acquiescence of the bar and the 
country. 

At the time this caused something of a scandal, and probably 
delayed his promotion to the Court of Appeal, which did not 
take place till 1901. But in the meantime he too had left 
& permanent mark on the common law division; for it 
was to his persistent advocacy and enormous experience 
that we owe the establishment of a special court for 
commercial causes, with a simplified procedure, which 
has now, we may hope, permanently allayed the growing 
discontent of the mercantile community at the neglect of interests 
8 important to the country, as it has certainly minimized the 
work of that attempted substitute, the London Tribunal of 
Arbitration. This is a worthy memorial of so devoted a disciple 
of Lord Mansrreup, and until his promotion it was presided 
over in a manner worthy of so great a judge, and without any 
friction, Both in the High Court and in the Court of Appeal 
he always retained his great reputation as a commercial lawyer, 
and the Supreme Court is the poorer to-day for his loss. Of the 


his place in this arg yf respect—namely, his own pupil, Sir 
Gore. Barnes, but he is otherwise disposed of as President of 
the Admiralty Division. 

Without entering into his private life, it may be stated that 
as a companion he was a man of overflowing wit and spirit ; 
epigrams flashed from him like sheet-lightning in a summer 
sky ; his speeches as Attorney-General of the Home Circuit are 
even yet remembered for their brilliant humour ; at the dinners of 
City Companies he was a welcome and shining guest, and as a 
master to his pupils (who were very many) he was an untiring, 
unconventional, genial, and stimulating influence. Much as he 
will be missed everywhere, it is perhaps in the mercantile 
communities of the City of London and Lancashire that his loss 
will be most adequately realized. 








Bills and Notes and the Statute of 
Limitations, 


Bris of exchange and similar documents are in general the 
subject of prompt procedure, and it is comparatively rare for the 
holder to sleep upon his rights so long as to enable a defence to be 
founded upon the Statute of Limitations. Such cases, however, 
do occur, and their determination raises interesting questions as 
to the accrual of the cause of action against the various parties 
liable on the instrument. These parties in the case of a bill are 
the acceptor, the drawer, and the indorsers, and each is liable to 
the holder and to the parties subsequent to himself whose names 
appear upon the instrument. The dry statement of their 
respective liabilities is to be found in the Bills of Exchange Act, 
1882; the student who wishes to have the matter set before him 
in living form will find itin Judge Wii.1s’s Lectures on the Law 
of Negotiable Securities. 

Bills are classified according as they are payable on demand, 
at a fixed future time, or at a determinable future time. Bills 
payable on demand include bills expressed to be payable “‘ on 
demand, or at sight, or on presentation ” (section 10 (1) of the 
Act of 1882). Bills payable at a fixed future time require no 
explanation. Bills payable at a determinable future time 
include bills payable “ata fixed period after date or sight” 
(section 11 (1)). The first question which arises upon a bill is 
the necessity for acceptance. Frequently the acceptance is given 
before the bill is issued, and this, of course, is always the case 
where the bill is issued as security for an advance. But 
presentment for acceptance may either be needless, or it may be 
expedient, or it may be essential. It is needless when the bill 
is payable on demand, for, as is pointed out in Chalmers’ Bills of 
Exchange (6th ed.), p. 139, presentment for acceptance is 
merged in presentment for eons: though separate acceptance 
in such case is still possible. When the bill is payable at a 
fixed future date, it is in practice presented in order to ascertain 
whether the holder can look to the liability of the acceptor, 
though such presentment is not necessary. But when a bill is 
payable after sight, the terms of the bill make presentment for 
acceptance necessary, since only in this way can the date of 
maturity be ascertained (section 39 (1) ). But whether present- 
ment for acceptance is essential or only expedient, in either case 
the result of the bill being not accepted on presentment is that 
the holder has, upon protest and notice thereof duly given, an 
immediate right of action against the drawer and the indorsers. 
Consequently the statute thereupon begins to run in favour of 
these parties and the action against them is barred in six years; 
no fresh cause of action arises upon the nonpayment of the bill 
when due: Whitehead vy. Walker (9 M. & W. 506); Bills of 
Exchange Act, 1882, s. 43 (2). Moreover, upon non- 
acceptance the holder is bound to treat the bill as 
dishonoured, and to follow the non-acceptance up by protest and 
notice to the drawer and iadorsers; otherwise he will lose his 
right of recourse against them: sections 42, 48. ‘ Oa failure of 
acceptance,” said Parxs, B., in the case just quoted, “the 
holder is bound to give immediate notice to the drawer, and if 
he omits to do so he forfeits all right of action against him, not 
only in respect of the default of acceptance, but also in respect 
of the a non-payment.” 





existing judges there is probably only one at all able to fill 
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presentment for acceptance, not being essential, is not made, the 
next question arises upon the presentment of the bill for 

ment. If this is not duly done, then the drawer and 
indorsers are discharged: section 45. But in general present- 
ment for payment is not necessary to charge the acceptor— 
(section 52 (1) )—and the cause of action accrues against him, and 
the statute begins to run in his favour from the due date of the bill. 
If, however, the acceptance is qualified so as to require present- 
ment for payment, such presentment is necessary in order to give 
acauseof action against the acceptor, and the statuteruns from pre- 
sentment (section 52 (2)): see Chalmers on Bills of Exchange, 
p. 294. Butin the absence of express stipulation, such present- 
ment need not be on the due date of the bill, and the acceptor 
is not discharged by the omission to present the bill for payment 
on the day that it matures: section 52 (2). 

Save as. just mentioned, therefore, the statute runs in favour 
of the acceptor from the maturity of the bill. In the case of a 
bill payable on demand being presented for acceptance and 
being accepted before payment is required, the acceptor would 
render himself liable to pay on demand, and the statute would 
run in his favour from the date of acceptance. This 
is in accordance with the rule established as regards 
promissory notes (see cases ifra), that no demand is 
necessary to give a cause of action. A bill accepted when it 
is overdue is, as regards the acceptor, payable on demand: 
section 10 (2). When a bill is payable at a fixed future date, 
the date of acceptance, if before that date, is immaterial. The 
due date, allowing for the days of grace, has to be determined 
in accordance with the rules laid down in section 14; and the 
statute will run in favour of the acceptor from that date: Morris 
v. Richards (45 L. T. 210). Where a bill is delivered undated, 
the statute runs from the due date appearing on the bill as 
afterwards completed: Montague v. Perkins (22 L. J. C. P. 187). 
Where the bill 1s payable at a fixed period after sight, then, as 
already stated, presentment for acceptance is necessary, and if 
the bill is accepted the fixed period is reckoned from the day 
of presentment. At the end of this period the statute runs in 
favour of the acceptor: Holmes v. Kerrison (2 Taunt. 323). 

Next as regards the parties other than the acceptor who are 
liable on the bill. These are the drawer and the indorsers. If 
the bill is dishonoured for non-acceptance or for non-payment, 
then their liability arises upon the holder taking the proper 
steps to fix them with liability. As already pointed out, present- 
ment for acceptance is only essential in the case of a bill payable 
after sight, and the payee, while he retains it, does not suffer for 
omission to present. But when he negotiates it the position is 
changed. The holder must then present it for acceptance or 
negotiate it again within a reasonable time; and if he do not do 
so the drawer and all indorsers prior to the holder are discharged : 
section 40. If the bill is presented for acceptance and is 
accepted, then due presentment for payment is necessary to pre- 
serve the liability of the drawer and the indorsers, unless the 
circumstances are such that presentment is excused: section 
46 (2). A bill not payable on demand is duly presented 
if presented on its due date. This covers bills pay- 
able at a fixed future date and bills payable at a fixed 
period after sight. A bill payable on demand must be 
presented within a reasonable time after its issue, in order to 
render the drawer liable, and within a reasonable time after 
its indorsement, in order to render the indorser liable: section 
45(2). lf upon such presentment at the due date, or, in the case 
of a bill payable on demand, within a reasonable time of issue or 
indorsement, the bill is not paid, then, in order to fix the drawer 
and indorsers with liability notice of dishonour must be given to 
them in accordance with certain rules: sections 48, 49. The 
prudent course is for the holder to give notice at once to the 
drawer and all indorsers, and the cause of action against each 
arises upon his receipt of the notice (Castrique v. Bernarbo, 
6 Q. B. 498); or perhaps, if it should be delayed or lost 
in the post, from the time when it should have been received : 
see Chalmers on Bills of Exchange, p. 295. But it is not 
essential that the holder should give notice to all the prior 
parties. If he gives notice to an indorser, and the indorser gives 
notice to the drawer, then the holder has the benefit of this latter 


—= 

to arise, and the statute to run, a day later than if the holdy 
himself gave notice to the drawer. Where the holder sues a 
indorser, and the indorser in turn sues the drawer, the accrual of 
the latter right of action is determined by the above rules, | 
accrues upon the dishonour of the bill followed by notice, ng 
upon payment by the indorser: Webster v. Kirk (17 Q. B. 944. 
In certain cases presentment for payment is, as just stated, 
excused. In Re Boyse (33 Ch. D. 612, p. 622) Norru, J., held 
that this did not affect the Statute of Limitations. The only 
result was that non-presentment did not in such cases dischargy 
the drawer and indorsers. Presentment was still necessary ip 
order to give a cause of action against and make the statute mp 
in favour of these parties. But in Re Bethell (34 Ch. D. 561) 
Sririine, J., held that where presentment was excused, it was 
excused for all purposes. Hence the holder would have a right 
of action against the various parties so soon as he was entitled 
to treat the bill as dishonoured: Chalmers on Bills of Exchange, 
p- 295. 
The rules applicable to cheques and promisory notes follow 
readily from those stated above with respect to bills of exchange, 
A cheque is defined by the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, as “a 
bill of exchange drawn on a banker payable on demand.” 
Acceptance by the banker, though, subject to the restrictions of 
the Bank Charter Acts, theoretically possible, does not occur in 
practice, and the value of the cheque is first tested—apart 
from the practice of certification—by presentment for payment. 
Presentment must take place within a reasonable time of the 
issue or indorsement of the cheque ; and this means that in 
general it must be presented or forwarded for presentment on 
the day after itis received. Failure to present within a reason- 
able time of the indorsement of a cheque discharges the indorser, 
but failure to present within a reasonable time of issue does not 
operate as an absolute discharge to the drawer. Formerly it 
was held that, as between drawer and holder, a presentment was 
not unduly delayed if made at any time within six years of issue, 
unless loss had been occasioned to the drawer by the delay; as 
where the drawer had funds to his credit which have been lost 
by the failure of the bank. In this case he was absolutely dis- 
charged: Laws v. Rand (27 L. J.C. P. 76), Robinson v. Hawhs- 
ford (9 Q. B. 52). 

A similar result is now effected by section 74 of the Bills 
of Exchange Act, but the drawer is discharged only to the 
extent of the damage which he has actually suffered. And 
this seems to be so even though the presentment is delayed 
beyond six years, for the Act does not 1ecognize any 
such limit. In Je Bethell (84 Ch. D. 561) Srizune, J, 
considered that since a cheque was payable on demand, the rule 
in Norton v. Ellam (2 M. & W. 461) with reference to promissory 
notes applied, and time would run against it without presentment, 
but this seems to overlook the distinction between the drawer 
of a cheque and the maker ofa note; and the case was in fact 
decided upon the ground that presentment was excused, and 
that the statute ran so soon as the holder of the cheque, which 
was delivered undated, was entitled to fill up the date. If the 
cheque is presented and dishonoured, the holder must give notice 
to the drawer and to any indorsers, as in the case of a bill 
exchange ; otherwise they are discharged. If he gives notice. 
then his right of action against each accrues on receipt of the 
notice, subject to what is said above as to miscarriage of 
notice. 

A promissory note is, in its legal incidents, similar to a bill of 
exchange, save that the maker stands in the position of acceptor, 
and that no presentment for acceptance is necessary. Preseth 
ment for payment is not necessary to render the maker liable, 
except where the note is expressed to be payable at a par 
ticular place ; but it is necessary in order to render an’ indomer 
liable: section 87 (1) (2). Where the note is payable m@ 
demand, it is deemed to be immediately due. No demand 
is necessary to create a cause of action and the statute 
runs in favour of the maker from the date of the no 
if it is then issued: Norton v. Ellam (2 M. & W. 461), Is 
George (44 Ch. D. 627). If it is issued subsequently # 
its date, the statute runs from the time issue. Thus wheres 
promissory note is deposited with a banker to be deliv 





notice ini can sue the drawer: section 49 (3)(4). But in this 
case the holder's sight of action sgainst the drawer would seem 


to the payee on his giving up another note cancelled, the 
' cause of action accrues upon the note being received from 
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the banker : Savage v. Aldren (2 Stark. 232). But where the 
note is payable at a fixed period after demand or notice or 
sight, & demand, or notice, or | gree is necessary in 
order to start the fixed period, and the statute runs from the 
end of such period: Thorpe v. Booth (Ry. & M. 388), Holmes v. 
Kerisn (2 Taunt. 322). Payment of interest is evidence that a 
debtis due, and hence it is evidence also that a demand has been 
made: Re Rutherford (14 Ch. D. 689). Where the note is 
able at sight, presentment is necessary in order to raise a 
ibility against the maker, and the statute does not run in his 
fayour till presentment: Dizon v. Nuttall (1 O. M. & R. 307). 








Solicitors in Parliament. 


Ir is too early yet to give a complete list of the solicitors returned 
to Parliament at the present General Election, but it may be 
interesting to note several whose names we have observed in the 
lists. We trust that omissions will be supplied by correspondents. 

While Sir ALBERT Ro.uit and Mr. Bamrorp Siack have failed 
to secure re-election, a considerable number of former solicitor M.P.’s 
have retained their seats. Among them are Sir HENRY FowLer, 
Sir Henry KimseEr, Sir J. T. Woopnovss, Sir W. J. BULL, Sir 
F, W. LowE, Mr. Luoyp-GzoraE, and Mr. T. D. Bouron. 

Among the new solicitor M.P.’s are the following : 

Mr. T. H. D. BERRIDGE (Burn & Berridge, London), Warwick and 
Leamington. 

Mr. T, A. BRAMSDON (Portsmouth), Portsmouth. , 

Mr. A. Fett (Hare & Fell, London), Great Yarmouth. 

Mr. J. W. Hitts (Hills & Halsey, London), Durham City. 

Mr. A. G. Hooper (Hooper & Fairbairn, Dudley), Dudley. 

-Mr. D. MactEAn (London and Cardiff), Bath. 

Mr, R. 8, Jackson (Farlow & Jackson, Greenwich), Greenwich. 

Mr. G. H. Raprorp (Radford & Frankland, London), East 
Islington. 

Mr. ‘ E. MoRRELL (Morrell, Son, & Peel, Oxford), Oxfordshire 
(South). 

Even these sixteen solicitors, or retired solicitors, constitute a 
respectable representation of the profession, but we trust we shall be 
able to increase the list hereafter. 








Reviews. 
Flats. 


A Manuva OF THE Law or Fiats. By G. St. LxeGER DANIELS, 
LL.B. (Lond.), Barrister-at-Law. Estates Gazette (Limited). 


The author of this concise statement of the Jaw relating to flats 
observes that, while in the United States nearly every possible point 
connected with tenement houses and flats has been discussed by the 
courte, the number of English cases is comparatively few. The sub- 
ject has, however, been before the courts with sufficient frequency to 
enable an opinion to be formed on many of the points to which the 
practice of renting flats gives rise, and the duties which are 
imposed on landlords and tenants, both as regards each other 
and as regards third parties, are in this volume very clearly stated. 
The question of the separate occupation of part of a house has arisen 
in rating and franchise cases, and the origin of flats was discussed by 
Jessel, M.R., in Yorkshire Insurance Co. v. Clayton (8 Q. B. D. 421), 
An important part of the subject relates to the rights and duties of 
the parties in respect of such portions of the house as are reserved 
for the common use of the inmates, such as the staircase and passages 
and the lift, and Mr. Daniels explains the rights which the tenant will 
usually have, though he emphasizes the advisability of expressly 
defining them in the agreement. A chapter is devoted to the terms 
of & lease appropriate to flats, and forms of leases for flats for busi- 
ness and residential purposes are given in the Appendix. 





Books of the Week. 


An Encyclopedia of Forms and Precedents other than Court Forme. 
y Eminent Conveyancing and Commercial Counsel, under the 
General Editorship of ARTHUR UNDERHILL, M.A., LL.D., one of the 
Conveyancing Counsel of the High Court, assisted by Hanotp B. 
Bompas, E, J. Naupretr, R. Powgiu-WituiaMs, Harry Buvir 
Vaiszy, M.A., and Humpurey H. Kina, BA , LL.B., Barristers- 
at-Law. Vol. X.: Patents to Public Health. Butterworth & Co. 


The Law of Contract. By MonTacveE R. Emanvegt, M.A.,B.0.L, 


containing Simons, Volumes § to 12. 
Edinburgh ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


in this case. 
of £50 per annum accruing due from day to day, and the tenant covenants 


to pay the rent and insure and take care of the furniture which is in his own 
house. The stamp has been adjudged to be 25s. on the ground that the 
deed is a grant of an annuity. 


Outlines of the Law of Torts. By RicHarp Rinewoop, Esq., 


M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Fourth Edition. Stevens & Haynes. 


The English Reports. Vol. LIX.: Vice-Chancellor’s Court 1V., 
i William Green & Sons, 








Correspondence. 


Stamp on Leases of Chattels. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 
Sir,—I enclose correspondence I have had with the Solicitor of 


ey Revenue as to the stamp payable on a letting of furniture by 


It seems to me the decision is one of general importance. At any 


rate the proposition that letting of furniture has to pay five times 
the duty payable on a letting of the house in which it is ought to be 
generally known. F 


. Fitz PAYNE. 
Lonsdale-chambers, 27, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., Jan. 25. 
The following is the correspondence referred to : 
Lonsdale-chambers, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 
22nd January, 1906. 
Adjn. No. , 1906. 
Sir,—I have to-day paid 25s. for the stamp on the principal document 
The transaction is a letting of furniture by deed at a rental 


As the transaction has to be completed, I have paid the amount 


demanded, but I cannot see how it can in any way be a grant of au 
annuity, or how it can be anything beyond a deed not otherwise charged. 
A letting of property for the same rent would only 
and it is difficult to see why the letting of furniture should require a stamp 
duty of five times as much as the letting of the house in which the 
furniture is used. 


uire a 5s. stamp, 


I shall be obliged by your looking into the matter, which seems to me 
to be one of general impo as, in case the stamp is as adjudged, 
every letting of furniture on the hire-purchase system would apparently 
be liable toa large stamp duty.—I am, sir, yours obediently, 

F. Firz Paynes 
The Solicitor, Inland Revenue, Somerset House. 


Solicitor’s Department, Inland Revenue, Somerset House. 
24th January, 1906. 

Sir,—I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 22nd inst. 

A demise of furniture is not chargeable as a lease, and therefore falls to 
be charged under head ‘‘ Bond, Covenant,’’ No. 1 in the Schedule to the 
Stamp Act, 1891.—I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

F. C. Gors, Solicitor of Inland Revenue. 

F. F. Payne, Esq., Lonsdale-chambers, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 

[See observations under head of ‘‘ Current Topics.”"—Ep. S.J.] 





The “ Registered Owner” of Licensed Premises. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—You have frequently drawn the attention of your readers to 
the evils of legislation by reference. 

I am by no means an authority on licensing law, and perhaps I 
have been puzzled by what would be quite clear to the more initiated. 
An Act of Parliament, and the rules made thereunder, shou'd surely, 
however, be reasonably clear to the general public, and hence I 
venture to suggest that ‘‘ the registered owner” is not defined with 
sufficient clearness in the Licensing Rules, 1904. Who is “the 
registered owner,” and how does he become such ? 

You may search both the Licensing Act of 1904 and the rules 
made thereunder without coming anywhere near a solution of the 
question. True, the rules define ‘the registered owner”’ as any 
person whose name appears on the register of licences as the owner 
of the premises. But what the register is, and who keeps it, and who 
may become a registered owner, and what is the process involved, is 
a complete mystery. To obtain an answer to the question one 
(unassisted by a friendly clerk to the justices) might spend hours in 
laboriously searching through the various Licensing Acts of the last 
gent ration. 

Indeed, one has to go back to the Act of 1874 for an answer. Bya 
perusal of section 29 one finds that, on payment of a modest fee of 

ls, to the clerk of the licensing justices, any person —— 
interest in licensed premises paramount to that of the immedi 
occupier may be registered as owner. 

Surely, in view of the important position occupied by the registered 
owner under the Act and rules of last year, the public, the trade, and 
even the profession were fairly entitled to a better definition than the 
one I have quoted. E. 8. W. 





Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition, Jordan & Sons (Limited). 


London, Jan, 20, 
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Cases of the Week. 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re DUPONT (LIM.). DUPONT ». DUPONT (LIM.). Swinfen Eady, J. 
16th Jan. 


Pracrice—DRrBENTURE-HOLDER’s AcTION—Summons FOR DrirEcTIONS—ORDER 
to Set Down Action as a SHort Cavsz on Morion ror JUDGMENT WITH 
Acreep Minores—Nercessity FOR STATEMENT OF CLAIM. 


In this action the plaintiff, on the 16th of December, issued a summons 
for directions, asking for an order that ‘‘ the action might be set down as 
a short cause on motion for judgment with agreed minutes,’’ the defendant 
company having consented to this course. The order was made on the 
23rd of December, notice of motion was given, and the action was set 
down accordingly. 

Swiyren Eapy, J., objected that there was no statement of claim. 

It was argued that all the facts had appeared in the affidavits filed on 
the motion for a receiver and manager, and that no statement of claim was 
necessary: Re Pringle § Co. (Limited) (1903, W. N. 207). 

Swinren Eapy, J., said that there should be a statement of claim as a 
matter of general convenience. Farwell, J., had directed his masters to 
that effect, and the practice should be uniform. In cases where judgment 
was given on a motion without pleadings, the judge had the affidavits 
before him, but where, as in the case under consideration, the action came 
on as a short cause, so that there were no affidavits before the court, 
ic was more convenient that there should bea statement of claim. The 
case was ordered to stand over for the delivery of a statement of claim — 
Counsel, Martelli; &. P Hewrtt, Sotacrrors, Nye, Moreton, § Clowes, for 
J. K. Nye § Treacher, Brighton; Clarke § Cathkin, for Howlett § Clarke, 
Brighton. 

[Reported by F. Harpixee Datstoy, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re CROZIER. COOPER v. THORNEYCROFT. 
Warrington, J. 17th and 18th Jan. 


Lvusatic Nort So Founp sy Inquisirion—Orper ror Payment on Son’s 
Benatr Ovr or Luwnatic’s Esrare—Horcuput Conprtion—Dovsie 
Portions—Jvcrispiction oF Master 1x Lunacy—Luwnacy Act, 1890 (53 
Vict. c. 5), ss. 116, 120—Lunacy Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vicr. c. 65), s. 27 
Adjourned summons. The question to be determined on this summons 

was whether, under an order made by the master in lunacy directing that 

a payment of £651 made to the War Office on behalf of a Major Burrard 

Rawson Crozier by the receiver in lunacy of his father’s estate should be 

regarded as an advance and part payment of any share of the property 

tw which Major Crozier might become entitled under the will or intestacy 
of his father, Francis Henry Crozier, the plaintiffs, who were the trustees 
under Mr. Crozier’s will, were entitled to set off the sum of £651 against 
the share of residue which passed to the children of Major Crozier under 
his father’s will on the determination of Major Crozier’s life interest, or 
whether they were entitled to retain an equivalent sum out of certain 
specific chattels which passed to Major Crozier’s children under the will 
on the death of their father. By his will dated the 24th of March 

1876, and a third codicil thereto dated the 12th of April, 1892, 

Mr. Francis Henry Crozier made certain specific bequests, inter 

alia, to his son Major Burrard Rawson Crozier, and directed 

his trustees to hold one third share in his residuary estate and pay the 
income thereof to Major Burrard Crozier for his life, and atter his death 
oc if he should die in testator’s lifetime leaving a child or children living 

a" testator’s death, in trust for all or any the children or child of Major 

Crozier who should attain twenty-one, or being a female attain that age or 

marry, in «qual shares. By an order dated the 24th of June, 1901, the 

master in lunacy, having being satisfied that Mr. Crozier was, through 
mental infirmity srising from age, incapable of managing his affairs 
appvinted Mrs. Osborne, a married daughter of Mr. Crozier, receiver of 
the latter’s estate, and it appearing that Major Crozier was involved 
in certain pecuuviary difficulties, by the same order it was 
directed that Mrs. Osborne be at liberty to pay to the War 

Office on his account the sum of £651, ‘such sum to be regarded as 

an advance and part payment of any share of the property of the said 

Francis Henry Crozier to which the said Burrard Rawson Crozier may 

become entitled to under any will or upon the intestacy of the said Francis 

Heury Crozier.’ By letter dated the 20th of June, 1901, Major Crozier 

was informed by the solicitor acting for Mrs. Osborne of the substance of 

this order, and that if the money were paid to the War Office he would be 
permitted to retire from the service with a pension. This offer was 
accordingly accepted by Major Crozier by telegram and a subsequent letter 
and the payment of £651 was accordingly made to the War Office, but on 
retiring Major Crozier was not allowed to draw his pension. Major 

Crozier died on the 12th of September, 1902, leaving a son, Frank 

Percy Crozier, and an infavt daughter, Eve Cruzier, surviving him. 

Letters of administration of Major Crozier’s estate cum testamento annexo 

were subsequ-ntly granted to his widow, Rebecca Francis Crozier (after- 

wards Mss. Thorneycroft). Francis Henry Crozier died on the 9th of 

Fetrusry, 1905, and his will and the codicils thereto were duly proved by 

his exrcutor and trustees therein named (being the plaintiffs in this 

summons: on the 5th of May, 1905. On the 17th of July, 1905, this 
summons wes issued by the trustees and executors of Mr. Crozier to 
determine whether the £651 paid to the War Office on Major Crozier's 
behalf could be set off against the share of residue to which ths two 
children of Major Crozier were entitled under their grandfather's will. or 
whether they (the executors) were entitled to retain an equivalent amount 


out of the chattels to which Major Crozier’s children were entitled yyy 
the specific bequests to Major Crozier. 

Warnincton, J., after stating the facts and the questions to be dip. 
mined, proceeded: The question seems to me to resolve itself under ty, 


Major Crozier’s behalf have been considered, under the equitable dogtziy 
of double portions, as an advancement by way of portion if the 
had been made by the testator himself and not by the master in lunggyi. 
(2) what is the effect of the provision inserted by the master that the de 
should be an advance and part payment of Major Crozier’s interest tnig 
his father’s will? With regard to the first point the learned judge py. 
ferred the view taken by Jessel, M.R., in Taylor v. Taylor (L. R. 20 Eg. i 
24 W. R. Dig. 138), and by the Court of Appeal in Re Scott, Langton t 
Scott (51 W. R. 182 ; 1903, 1 Ch. 1), to the view taken by Wood, V.C, iy 
Boyd v. Boyd (15 W. R. 1071, L. R. 4 Eq. 305), and by Pearson, J., in & 
Blockley (33 W. R. 777, 29 Ch. D. 250), and held that if the payment hy 
been made by the testator himself the £651 could not have bey 
taken into account against Major Orozier’s share in the regi 
With regard to the second point the learned judge said that two question 
needed consideration: Firstly, whether the condition imposed by th 
master was wide enough to embrace interests other than that of the sm 
(Major Crozier) himself; secondly, if the condition was wide enough to 
embrace such interests, whether the master was acting within his jurisdic. 
tion in imposing such a condition. With regard to the second of them 
questions the learned judge referred to the doctrine as laid down by Lori 
Eldon, in Ex parte Whitbread (2 Mer., at p. 103), and to the cases of 
Re Evans (30 W. R. 645, 21 Ch. D. 297), Re Darling (39 Ch. D. 208, 37 W.R, 
Dig. 115), and Re Gist (54 W. R. 104; 1906, 1 Ch. 58). But, whilst 
inclining to the view that in this case the master had no such jurisdiction, 
his lordship did not definitely decide the pot, but preferred to hold,a 
the construction of the order itself, that the interests of Major Crozier's 
children in the one-third share of residue were not embraced by the 
condition as to hotchpot. With regard to the specific bequests of chattels, 
his lordship held that in such a case the doctrine against double portions 
did not apply, as a gift of chattels could not be adeemed by a portion by 
way of advancement in money. There would therefore be a declaration 
that the trustees and executors of Mr. Crozier's will were not entitled to 
set off the £651 either against the one-third share of residue or against 
the specific bequests of chattels to which Major Crozier’s children were 
entitled under the will.—Counset, Howard Wright and Tomlin; R. B. 
Yardley ; Sheldon. Soxtcrrons, Dimond § Son; Irvine, Borrowman, § 
Browne. 

[Reported by E. Waveut Rivaes, Esq., Barris‘er-at-Law. | 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


REX v. SOUTHAMPTON JUSTICES. Ex parte CARDY AND VECK, 
Div. Court. 17th Jan. 


Licenstnc Acts—Licensinc Justices aT QuaRTER Sessions — GENgRAL 
JvuRIsDICTION oF A Count Given THem sy Licensrne Act or 1904— 
ReneEwaLt—OsJECTION—APPLICATION TO State A Case— Discxeriov— 
Power or Jusrices TO STATE A CASE UNDER NEW JURISDICTION CONFERRED 
on AN Existinc Court. 


In these cases rules nisi had been obtained calling upon the justices 
sitting at quarter sessions to shew cause why they should not bear 
and determine an application to state a case in their licensing capacity. 
The only ground of objection to the renewal of the licence was one served 
by the clerk to the justices of the Southampton Petty Sessional Division, 
which stated that the renewal would be opposed ‘‘on the ground of 
redundancy.”’ It was submitted that the objection was bad for 
uncertainty and did not constitute a valid or legal objection; but the 
quarter sessions not only held that the objection was sufficient in point of 
law, but they refused to state a case. ‘The rule for a mandamus was the 
obtained in each case. Against the rule beiug made absolute it was urged 
that the quarter sessions had no power to state a special case, as under the 
Act of 1904 they were not exercising judicial functions. On the other hand 
it was contended that the Act gave jurisdiction to the court of quarter 
sessions, and where a new jurisdiction was given to a well-known court it 
must be exercised in accordance with its general powers. The court had 
recently entertained a special case stated by a committee of quarter sessions 
acting under this Act in Morgan v. Aylesford Justices (Times, Jan. J6th), 
Here the justices had not said ‘‘ We will not grant a case,”’ but they had 
said they would not consider whether they should state a case because they 
thought they had no jurisdic:ion aud therefore had not exercised aay 
discretion in the matter. 

Lord Atverstong, C.J., said the rules must be made absolute, The 
justices had here decided they could not entertain the application for # 
special case on the ground that they had.,no power to state it. 
thought that when the licensing justices at quarter sessions were dealing 
with the question of renewal they possessed the power to state a case, asit 
such matt-ra they were acting judicially. It was true that the Act of Wt 
limited the grounds on which the licensing justices could refuse to renew 
to certain specified grounds, but it provided that, where they were of 
opinion that the question of the renewal of a particular licence requ 
consideration on other grounds, they should refer the matter to quarter 
sessions, which had to consider the report, and, having given the person 
the opportunity of being heard, might refuse the renewal. In that view 
of the enactment the proceeding before the quarter sessions was in the 
nature of a judicial proceeding. Section 5 seemed to shew that the com 
miltee was exercising up to a certain point the powers of quarter sessi & 





That power of inquiry was a new jurisdiction given to a court wae 
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fF 
fhrough a committee of the members, and the principle laid | licence contained the followingclause: ‘‘ The licence shall be in force for 
seven years from the date of the declaration by the justices under the Licens- 


down by James, L.J., in Dale's case (16 Q. B. D., at p. 450), that where a 
new jurisdiction was given to an existing court it was to be exercised in 
ce with its general powers, was one to which effect ought to be 
In his opinion the justices had jurisdiction to state a case. This 
d not of course interfere with their discretion if on the merits 
ed to refuse the application or chose instead to frame their order 
stating such facts as would make it a “‘ speaking’’ order and enable the 
emurt to see whether it was a good or a bad order. If the view he had 
ressed that the licensing committee was acting judicially, then the 
yiew that they had taken as to their powers to state a case was too narrow. 
Riiey and Daruina, JJ., concurred. Rule made absolute.—CounszL, 
Duke, K.C., and Simon ; Pickford, K.C., and Temple-Cooke. Soxicrrors, 
Bobbins, Billing, § Co., for H. Barber, Winchester; Speechly, Munford, § 

Co , for Charles Lamport, Southampton. 

[Reported by Easxine Retp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 
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REX v. CHESHIRE JUSTICES. Ez parte KAY’S ATLAS BREWERY CO. 
Div. Court, 17th Jan. 


Licensrne Acts — Licensinc Justices — CompgnsaTion AvrHority — 
“Rerort’”’—Onz or THE Locat Justices wHO JOINED IN MAKING 
Report Arrorntep TuHetr RepreseNTaTIVe ON TH& OOMPENSATION 
CommiTrEE — Quast - JupIcIAL Procerpincs — Vatipitry or ORDER — 
Licenstinc Act, 1903 (4 Ep. 7, c. 23), ss. 1, 5. 

In this case a rule nisi had been obtained calling upon the Cheshire 
Licensing Committee, sitting as the compensation authority under the 
Licensing Act, 1904, to shew cause why a writ of certiorari to quash a 
certain order whereby the licence of the Grapes Inn, Hyde, had been 
refused, should not issue. The Kay’s Atlas Brewery Co., who 
had obtuined the rule, were the owners of the house in 
question, which was an ante-1869 beerhouse, and was also licensed 
for the sale of wines. On the 2nd of March, 1905, the licensing 
justices for the borough of Hyde held their meeting, and referred the 
question of the renewal of the licence to the quarter sessions of the county 
of Oheshire. At the first-named meeting where the application for 
renewal was made, Mr. John Blackwell, one of the justices, presided. 
The licensing committee appointed under section 5 (2) of the Act of 1904 
(the compensation authority) met on the 9th of June, and, subject to the 
payment of compensation, refused the renewal of the licence. ‘he order 
of the compensation committee of the last-named body was challenged 
on the ground that the committee was improperly constituted, inasmuch 
as Mr. John Blackwell was a member of it. In support of the rule it was 
urged that Mr. Blackwell having sat upon the licensimg committee which 
made the report upon the house and the original order he was disqualified 
from sitting upon the compensation committee, which in effect was a court 
of appeal from the licensing committee,on the general principle that a 
judge should not sit on an appeal from his own decision, because there was 
a likelihood of bias. Against the rule an affidavit made by Mr. Blackwell 
was read to the effect that although present he took no part in the pro- 
ceedings of the compensation committee, but merely attended as the 
nominee of the justices of the licensing justices, who had a right under 
section 1 (2) of the Act of 1904 to be represented. 

Lord Atvexstonz, C.J., said that apart from the special provision of the 
Act of 1904, there was a good deal to be said against a gentleman who 
had been party to a decision which had been comg to by the licensing 
authority to report, sitting as one of the compensa ion committee where 
the question was what the action on that report should be. If the pro- 
ceedings before the compensation committee were in the nature of an 
appeal from the licensing justices, then he thought that a justice who had 
sat upon the hearing ought not to take part in the appeal. But in his 
opinion this ought not to be regarded as an appeal. ‘This was a pro- 
cedure of a novel kind. ‘The licensing justices only acted judicially 
in so far as they embodied their views in the report for the 
guidance of quarter sessions. Section 1 provided that the local justices 
should be empowered to appoint one of their body to act upon the 
licensing committee. Therefore, if the Legislature had intended 
to prevent a member of the licensing committee trom being their repre- 
sentative the section ought to have gone on to enact that he should not be 
&member of the licensing committee and should not have taken part in 
presenting the report. He thought that as the statute gave the borough 
power to be represented by a justice, it was not an objection that the 
justice was a member of the licensing committee of the justices. 

Rivtey and Daruine, JJ., gave judgment to the same effect. If the 
Legislature had intended to disqualify a justice under these circumstances 
it would have said so in express terms. Rule discharged ; leave to appeal 
given.—Counset, Danckwerts, K.C., and Mon‘gomery ; Trevor Lloyd and Kay. 
Souicirors, Philpot ¢ Morrell, for R. Potts, Cheater; Sharpe, Parker, § Co., 
for F, Knowles, Hyde, Cheshire. 


[Reported by Easxixe Rerp, Esy., Barrister-at-Law. ] 


KING », JOHNSTONE. Fx parte COBBOLD. Div. Court. 13th Jan. 


Licensino Law—Puovistonat Licence—Periop or S8ven Yxars—Cox- 
FIRMING AvrHonity—LicENsine Acts, 1828 (9 Gro. 4, c. 61), 8. 13; 1874 
(87 & 38 Vicr. c, 49), 8. 22; 1904 (4 Ep. 7, c. 23), 8. 4, suB-sEcTION 3. 
Rule nisi for a mandamus calling on the licensing confirming authority of 

the Essex Sessions to hear and determine the application for the parr fg 

tion of a licence which they had refused to confirm on the ground that it 

been granted for more than the seven years allowed by section 4, sub- 
section 3, of the Licensing Act, 1904. The provisional licence had been 
granted by the justices to Mr, Cobbold under section 22 of the Licensing 


ing Act, 1874, s. 22, that thepro house has been completed inaccordance 
with the deposited plans.”’ e of the conditions indorsed was that the 
monopoly value to be paid by the licensee was to be £180 per annum. The 
confirming authority refused to confirm this provisional licence on the 
ground that it was a licence for a longer period than the maximum of 
seven years specified under section 4 of the Licensing Act, 1904. Under 
section 22 of the Licensing Act, 1874: ‘‘ Any person interested in any 
premises about to be constructed may apply to the licensing justices and 
the confirming authority for the provisional grant and confirmation of a 
licence in respect of such premises. . . . A provisional grant and 
order of confirmation shall not be of any validity until it has been declared 
to be final by an order of the licensing justices. . . .’? Section 4, 
sub-section 3, of the Licensing Act, 1904: ‘‘ The justices may if they 
think fit, instead of granting a new on-licence as an annual licence, graut 
the licence for a term not exceeding seven years. . . .’? Counsel 
shewing cause argued that the licence was effective from the time the 
provisional order was made, and therefore was fora iod of more than 
seven years: Q. v. London Justices (24 Q. B. D. 341). e justices would 
have no control over the monopoly value for possibly some ten years if, for 
example, the house took three years to construct. Jl licences must begin 
on the 5th of April and end on the 5th of April (section 13 of the Licensing 
Act, 1828, as amended by section 33 of the Licensing Act, 1902). If this 
licence was confirmed on the Ist of August it would expire on the Ist of 
August, and there must be a hiatus till the following February sessions. 
Counsel for the rule said that section 13 of the 1828 Act specifically 
applied to annual licences. ‘The licence under section 22 of the 1874 Acc 
was not effective until it was confirmed : see the second clause of section 
22—viz., ‘‘ shall not be of any oer il 

Tue Court (Lord Atvexsrong, 0.J., and Rimitey and Darime, JJ.) 
made the rule absolute. 

Lord Atversrone, C.J.—The justices struck too soon in saying that 
they would not hear this application. On the common sense of the thing 
one cannot see why the Legislature should not have intended to haye 
applied to a licence under section 22 of the 1874 Act the powersof section 4, 
sub-section 3, of the 1904 Act. The licence is notan effective licence from 
the date of the order, but from the date of the confirmation. The difficulty 
as to the licence not commencing or terminating on the ordinary date, the 
5th of April, might be met’ by applying to the licensing authority at the first 
court meeting before the seven years’ period expires. It may be a point to 
be dealt with by the contirming authority. 

Riwtey and Daruine, JJ., concurred.—Counset, Rowsell; Pickford, K.C., 
and Poyser. Soxicrrons, Paterson, Snow, Bloxam, § Kinder, tor W. H. 
Gibson, Chelmsford ; Godden, Son, § Holme, for Ward § Jones, Harrow. 
[Reported by Maurice N. Drucqusr, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


STAINLAND AND HOLYWELL GREEN INDUSTRIAL CORN AND 
PROVISION SOCIETY v. STAINLAND WITH OLD LINDLEY URBAN 
COUNCIL. Div. Court. 13th Jan. 


Loca, AuTHoRITY —NUISANCE —CLEANSING or CesspooLs —-WueETHER “‘anD”’ 
to BE Reap ConsunctiveLy orn Distarsutivety—Posiic Hears Act, 
1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. c. 55), ss. 42 anp 44, 


Case stated by justices of the West Morley Division of the West Riding 
of Yorkshire. A complaint was preferred by the respondent council 
against the appellants for having on the 2nd of March, 1905, failed to 
cleanse a cesspool on their premises at least once in every three month«, 
contrary to a bye-law of the respondent council made on the 23rd of June, 
1890. ‘The appellants were the owners and occupiers of certain premises 
erected prior to 1890, and consisting of a shop and a slaughterhouse and 
stables at the rear on which there was a cesspool used in connection with 
the premises. The cesspool received the inage from the slaughter- 
house and stables and from the shop also, and at the date of the informa- 
tion it was so full and in such a state that it required emptying and 
cleansing. Notice was given by the respondents to the appellants 
requiring them to cleanse the cesepool, but the appellants neglected or 
retused to do so, alleging that it was the duty of the respondents them- 
selves to empty and cleanse it. On the 23rd of June, 1890, .bye-laws 
were made by the predecessors of the respondents under section 44 of 
the Public Health Act, 1875, with respect to the periodical cleansing 
of earth-closets, privies, ashpits, and cesspools. The bye-laws provided 
inter alia that ‘“‘ the occupier of any — shall, once at least in every 
three months, cleanse every cess longing to such premises.”” It was 
admitted that at the time these bye-laws were made the local authority had 
not themselves undertaken or contracted for the cleaning of earth-closets, 
privies, ashpits, and cesspools. On the 6th of September, 1894, the 
respondents, pursuant to section 42 of the Public Healtn Act, 1875, passed 
a resolution ‘that the scavenging of privies, closets, and ashpits be 
undertaken by the board at once,’’ and another resolution, ‘‘ that 
tenders be obtained for emptying and cleansing privies, closets, and ash- 
pits foc six months . . . andthat the dry earth-closets be emptied and 
cleansed monthly and privies and ashpits every three months.”’ These resolu - 
tions were duly confirmed, and it was admitted that thereafter the respond- 
ents carried out the work of scavenging privies, closets, and ashpits within 
their districts, but that they had not at time cleansed or emptied cess- 
pools. For the appellants it was pt fs that the respondents, ha 
undertaken to act under section 42, were bound tocleanse and empty 
in their district, and that the whole of the bye-laws made in June, 1890, 
were abrogated or su ed by the resolution of the 6th of September, 





Act, 1874, in respect to a proposed hotel and restaurant at Parkeston. The 


1894. For the respondents it was contended that it was com: t in their 
predecessors to resolve, as they had done, to undertake only part ofthe duty of 
scavenging and cleansing referred to in the second paragraph of section 42, 








208 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





Jan. 27, 1906, 





———— 








and that the bye-laws as to the cleansing of cesspools remained in full force 
and effect.. The justices by a majority decided that the respondents’ conten- 
tion was correct in law and that it was the duty of the appellants to cleanse 
and empty the cesspool. They therefore convicted the appellants but 
stated this case for the opinion of the court as to whether they were right 
in so doing. Public Health Act, 1875, s. 42: ‘‘ Every local authority may, 
and when required by order of the Local Government Board shall, them- 
selves undertake the cleansing of earth-closets, privies, ashpits, and 


Pie ase 

Tae Court (Lord Atverstone, C.J., and Rivtey and Daruine, JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal. 

Atverstonz, O.J., in the course of his judgment said: It would be 
a strong thing to decide that the Local Government Board must order the 
local authority to undertake the cleansing of all these things if they have 
undertaken the cleansing of any. Section 44 supports the view contended 
for on behalf of the local authority. On the whole the balance of my 
opinion is in favour of holding that under section 42 the Local Government 
Board have an option as to ordering, and the local authority have an 
option as to undertaking all or some of the duties mentioned in the 
section. 

River and Daruwe, JJ., concurred.—Counset, Cunningham Glen ; 
Daldy. Souicrrors, Helliwell, Harby, & Evershed, for Jubb, Booth, § Hilliwell, 
Halifax ; Robbins, Billing, § Co.,for Longbottom § Sons, Halifax. 

[Reported by Mavzicz N. Drucquzr, Eeq., Barrister-at-Law. 


MONSEL v. OVERSEERS OF ITCHEN. Div. Court. 12th Jan. 


Poor Rate—Recovery—ArrortionMENT—Issve oF Distress WARRANT— 
Necessity or Fresn Demanp AND Summons 1N Case or APPORTIONMENT - 
Poor Retiery Act, 1601 (43 Exiz. c. 2)—Poon Rate AssrssMENT AND 
Coxiecrion Act, 1869, AmenpMent Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 20), s. 3. 


This case raised an interesting point as to distress for non-payment of 
rates. It appeared that the appellant was summoned for non-payment of 
£6 5s. 8d. poor rate for which he had been duly rated and assessed. The 
justices ordered a warrant to issue for the recovery of the sum of £3 10s., 
and costs 10s.6d. Upon the hearing of the complaint it was proved that 
the rate was made for the parish of Itchen on the 18th of October, 1904, 
for the half-year ending March, 1905, the appellant being rated as the 
occupier of (1) a house and garden the rateable value of which was £20, and 
the rate thereon £1 15s. ; (2) land the rateable value of which was £138, 


and the rate thereon £6 0s. 9d.; and (3) buildings the rateable 
value of which was £18, and the rate thereon £1 Ills. 6d. The 
total rate was thus stated to be £9 7s. 3d. The rate of 


£9 7s. 3d. was demanded in November, 1904, and was not paid, and no 
further demand or other demand in respect of the rate was made. ‘There 
was no dispute with regard to the £1 15s. claimed for the house, it being 
admitted that the appellant intended to continue the occupation of the 
house to the 3lst of March, 1905, and that £6 5s. 8d. mentioned in the com- 
plaint was the proportion claimed up to 17th of January, 1905, of the sum 
of £9 7s. 3d. for the land and buildings to that date and the house and 
garden to the 31st of March, 1905. The date when the appellant gave up 
possession of the land, buildings, and premises was not proved, but he 
was in actual visible occupation until the 25th of November, 1904, the 
date of sale of his farm stock which took place on that day. The 
justices found as a fact that the appellent was in actual and visible 
vccupation of the whole hereditaments in respect of which he was rated 
up to the 25th of November, 1904, and of the house to March, 1905, aud they 
directed a warrant to issue for the amount due, to those dates —viz , £3 15s. 
On behalf of the appellant it was contended that, the demand being a 
demand for a larger sum than was really due, was bad, and therefore the 
justices had no power to irsue a distress warrant. Counsel referred to the 
Poor Relief Act, 1601 (43 Eliz. c. 2), and Ryde on Rating (2nd ed.), p. 53. 
On behalf of the respondent it was contended, the demand having been 
made for a sum that was then really due, no further demand was necessary 
because, the ratepayer having gone out of occupation, it had become 
~~ to apportion the sum due. Counsel cited Davis v. Woodfield (64 
- P, 215). 


Tae Cover (Lord Atverstoyr, C.J., and Ripiey and Daruine, JJ.) 
diemissed the appeal. 


Lord Atveusroxe, C.J.—It is alleged for the appellant that 
though the magistrates may decide what is due they cannot 
give effect to that judgment, but must dismiss the summons, 


merely stating that in their opinion so much is due, and then 
there would have to be a fresh demand and summors. The coutt will 
not adopt that view unless it is forced to do so. It is plain that on 
its appearing before the magistrates that the person summoned is no 
longer liable for the whole amount they cannot issue a warrant for the 
whole amount. It had been decided in Davis v. Wootficld that the magis- 
trates could cree the amount and decide what was due. It has been 
contended by the appellant that although they can make an order for 
payment they cannot issue a distress warrant. In view, however, of the 
Act of Elizabeth that goes too far, If the magistrates have power to 
ascertain the amount due, they can make the same crder that they could 
have made as to the whole amount if there had been no cesser of occu- 

ion.—Counser, 8. H. Emanuel ; J. A. Simon. Borrcrrous, P. J. Nicholls, 
or Hallett § Martin. Southampton ; Specchly, Mumford, § Co., for Lamport, 
Basutt, & Hitchcock, SoutLampton. 

[Reported by Aran Hooo, Eaq., Barrister-at-Law.] 





Mr. Justice Bigham has fixed Tuesday, the 14th of February, for the 
mM Xt rifting of the Railway and Canal Commission Court. 





————— 


Law Students’ Journal. 


The President of the Law Society on the 
Chances of Success of a Solicitor. 


Mr. C. Mylne Barker, the President of the Law Society, distributed, » 
Monday, at the society’s hall, the certificates of distinction awarded 
students at the two concluding terminal examinations during the 
year. The following is a list of the successful students: Third term, 195, 
—Fina! Students.—Keal Property and Conveyancing.—C. A. Davis, G. |, 
Robey, F. A. Carlton Smith, W. M. Thomas, R. R. Tredgold.  Criming 
Law and Proceedings before Magistrates.—O. A. Davis, F. A. Carlty 


Smith. Intermediate Student.—Public Rights.—W. L. Morton. Four) 
term, 1905.—Final Students, Law of Torts and Personal a 
B. W. Arnold, J. F. Chadwick, C. A. Davis, H. R. Hart. Bankruptcy an 


Company Law.—B. W. Arnold, J. F. Chadwick, C. A. Davis, F, 4, 
Carlton Smith. Intermediate Students.—Things Personal and Rights jn 
Private Relations.—H. M. Bowden, G. H. Vos. 

Addressing the students subsequently, the Pkresipenr said that 
undoubtedly it was to-day more difficult for a young man to makes 
name and an income as a solicitor than it was forty years ago. It wasm 
good for them to live in a fool’s paradise, and to think that because they 
passed their final examination successfully, or even with distinction, tha 
they would be sure to get a living. The profession was overcrowded, 
From time to time it was suggested that regulations should be drawn 
with the object of checking the flow of men into the profession, but that 
course was an idle notion, Every man had a right to choose his profes. 
sion, and if he liked to adopt the profession of a solicitor, there ought to 
be no law to prevent him doing so. The question was, how could ama 
best equip himself for success in the legal profession. In the first place, 
a man must not only be a fairly good lawyer, but he must bea manof 
affairs, and a man of culture. His advice to students, therefore, was to 
aim at culture, and to read the best English classics, including Scott and 
Johnson (both of whom were far too much neglected), and to become 
students of Shakespeare. In the future it would be a case of the survival of 
the fittest, and unless a solicitor were something more than a “* six and eight. 
penny lawyer,”’ it would be hopeless for him to expect to advance in the 
profession. Lately the profession had been subjected to an ungenerous 
and undeserved attack. A solicitor was quite as useful to the State asa 
doctor. There were numberless occasions when a solicitor who was honest 
and straightforward, and did what was right, was able to patch up a truce 
between two parties, or to settle family differences, and to perform 
numberless other useful acts which were never heard of by the public a 
large. It was a noble profession if it was nobly followed. 

A vote of thanks was passed to the President on the motion of Professor 
Jenks, the director of legal studies, seconded by Mr. C. Robertson Dunlop. 





Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srvupenrs’ Desatinc Socrery.—Jan. 23.—Chairman, Mr. H. 7. 
Thomson.—The subject for debate was the following moot: ‘‘ A., not being 
registered under the Dentists Act, 1878, operated as a dentist on B., and 
supplied him with false teeth and gold. He rendered an account ‘For 
professional services rendered, £45.’ In point of fact the value of the 
gold and other materials supplied was £21, but no mention of this wa 
made in the bill. B. paid the amount by two cheques, for £20 and £5 
respectively, the latter being post-dated. The £20 cheque was duly paid, 
but the £25 cheque was dishonoured, B. having stopped payment theredl, 
A. brought an action in the county court on the cheque, and when under 
examination as a witness claimed to appropriate the £20 cheque to bis 
‘ professional cervices,’ no appropriation having been made by B. 

eld, that the plaintiff A. could make the appropriation and was entitled 
to judgment for £21 and costs. Held, on appeal by B. to the Division 
Court, that A. could not recover. ‘The plaintiff now appeals and aske for 
judgment for the full £25, with costs here and below (see Seymour v. Pickelt, 
1905, 1K. B. 715). For the appellant, Mr. J. E. C. Adams, Mr, H. 6. 
Waterson ; for the respondent, Mr. P. B. Henderson, Mr. C. P. Black 
well. Messrs. R. P. Croom-Johnson, P. M. C. Hart, aud William 6, 
Weller constituted a tribunal for hesring the arguments, and deliver 
judgments allowing the appeal at the conclusion of the debate. The 
following members also spoke: Messrs. Yeatman, Dowding, Pleadwell, 
Skeeles, and Sparrow. 








More is likely to be heard before long, says a writer in the (lobe, of the 
need for more judges in the King’s Bench courts. Mr. Justice (iranthag, 
Mr. Justice Darling, and Mr. Justice Channell are the election pe 
judges, and already there is talk of their services being required. Whe, 
in 1868, the task of hearing election petitiong was transferred from com: 
mittees of the House of Commons to occupants of the bench, there wass 
strong belief in legal circles that it would impair the confidence of the 

ublic in the impartiality of the judges. ‘‘I have consulted the judees 

ir Alexander Cockburn informed the Government of the day, “and 1am 
charged by them, one and all, to convey to you their strong and unanimous 
feeling of insuperable repugnance to having these new and objec he 
duties cast upon them.’’ Experience has not justified this objec om J 
impartiality of the election petition judges has never been impug 
responsible persons even when, as in the case of Mr. Justice Granthem 
sad Justice Darling, they were active politicians before they “ 
raised to the bench. ‘The worst can be said of the arrangement is that 
takes judges away from their ordinary work. 
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A Rhymed Will. 


correspondent has sent us for publication a copy of the following will 
- ved to have been actually proved. We alter only the names : 


which is sta 
The Will of |Thomasson Thompson] Esqre 
proved in Doctor’s Commons 1802, 
He dying that year, 
I [Thomasson Thompson] of Bosworth Park 
Without the aid of scribe cr clerk 
Or pettifogger of the law 
Ready to make or find a flaw, 
With haggard phiz and tottering limbs 
With worn out wind, a prey to whims 
With every symptom of decay 
And wearing devilish fast away, 
A stupor stealing both my eyes. 
My wordly goods I thus devise 
To Sister Eleanor of Bourn 
Lest she the fate should too long mourn 
Of her Jamented brother dear 
I leave twelve hundred pounds a year 
And on her only do I fix 
To be my sole executrix 
To [Harriet] whose joyless bower 
Ne’er knew of bliss one single hour 
I twelve pence give, far more than due 
To such a curst vexatious shrew 
To dear [Whiteley] faithful friend 
Through all my lite’s extensive bound 
A wordly sacrifice I doom 
Of bullocks half a heckatomb 
In cash and notes no little sound 
The sum of seventeen thousand pounds 
To younger [Whiteley] firm and true 
Who did what elder could not do 
Patient and watchful to my nod 
And trembling when I said ‘‘ My G——”’ 
Of sheep I leave a hundred head 
As good as ever Bakewell bred. 
My poiuters, spaniels, guns and stock 
By Egg, by Manton and by Nock. 
Unto the Butler I resign 
My stock of every sort of wine, 
Pancheons, as tight as any drum, 
Well filled with brandy, gin or rum 
Pipes, ginglers, glasses, everything 
That makes the joyous table ring. 
Unto the gardener rake and spade, 
And everything that suit his trade ; 
Fruit yet unpulled, potatoes, greens 
Celery plants and kidney beans, 
Seeds of all sorts, with hives of bees, 
Cabbage and carrots, nursery trees. 
Unto the Cook whate’er befits 
Her occupation—pan and spits, 
The poker, tongs, the fork that togsts, 
And all with which she boils or roasts ; 
Hams, p:rk or bacon be her lot, 
With everything that goes to pot. 
Unto the scullion all the cook 
By choice or chance may overlook : 
Grease, matches, coals and candles good, 
Faggots and billets of dry wood. 
And that no valet may repine 
To labourer Tom I leave the swine, 
Snorters collected with great pains, 
And all the store of swill and graine. 


— 

































Mr, Justice Grantham, in charging the grand jury, of which the Speaker 
was foreman, at_ the Cumberland Assizes, congratulated the county on the 
It was the first time in the history of 
Parliament that one county, and almost one town, had been able to boast 
of having provided two successive Speakers. In Mr. Gully they had had 
one of the beet Speakers the country had ever known, and the present 
Speaker was one who bore an honoured name and who was honoured 


exceptional position it occupied. 


among them, Long might Cumberland produce such men. 


In the Lord Mayor’s Court this week, says the Zimes, a witness objected 
to “kissing the Book’’ and asked to be allowed to take the oath in the 
The recorder said he wished that such requests were 
made more frequently. The Scottish mode was more sanitary and more 
ng Mr. 
Wallace, K.C., M.P., who was engaged in the case, he expressed the hope 
that the learned counsel would endeavour, now that he had got back into 
Parliament, to make the Scottish form of oath universal, There was nothing, 
he thought, more disagreeable than to have to kiss a book which had been 
If Mr, Wallace could bring about a 
change in the custom he would earn the gratitude of his fellow commer 


Scottish fashion. 
solemn, and he should like to see it become universal, Ad 


by hundreds of people before. 


men. Mr. Wallace expressed ment with the learned judge’s 


was held 


Companies. 


National Discount Co. (Limited). 


The ym | half-yearly meeting of the National Discount Co. (Limited) 
on sanootiee at Cannon-street Hotel, Mr. Edmund Taeoder, 

Doxat (the chairman) presiding. 
The Cuarnman said: The state of the money market during the first 
three months of the half-year was favourable to discount business, the 
value of money at call and on short notice admitting in most cases of a 
fair profit on the rate for bills, the advance of the Bank rate to 3 Far 
cent. on the 7th of September having, for the first fortnight or so, but 
slightly raised the rates for money, whilst open market discount rates rose 
to about the same ex'ent, the margin, however, gradually diminishing. 
On the 28th of September the Bank rate was raised to 4 per cent., 
considerable doubts began to prevail as to whether a 5 per cent. rate might 
not be necessary. It was not, however, till the last week in Octo 
that the rates for money sharply advanced, the rate for short-notice money 
ruling for the next few weeks fully up to and, indeed, often higher than 
the discount rate of three months’ choice bills, thus eliminating any 
working margin, besides shewing a Joss on the bills in hand. The repay- 
ment of the Exchequer bonds on the 7th of December caused a temporary 
superabundance of available money, and although the Bank rate remained 
at 4 per cent., and all uneasiness as to a further rise was not yet entirely 
removed, short-notice money fell to 2 per cent. and three months’ 
bills were done as low as 33. This lasted but a few days, however, 
for on the 13th of December the Bank of England suddenly raised 
the rate for advances to 5 per cent., at the same time clearing the 
market of all surplus supplies of money. This course was no doubt a 
wise one, and by preventing a drain of gold averted the possibility of 
an advanc3 in the Bank rate. If you turn to the balance-sheet you will 
see that, compared with that of the 30th of June, 1905, the amounts of 
paid-up capital and reserve remain the same, whilst adding together the 
amounts of deposits, sundry balances, and bills re-discounted, the 
difference is a mere bagatelle. On the other hand, however, the 
rebate of £64,170 12s. 7d. shews an increase of no less than 
£16,960 12s. lld., which I think may be considered a very 
favourable feature. On the credit side of the account, cash at 
bankers shews an increase of £32,090 3s. 1d. Investments ase 
£475,697 15s. 9d. less, but this is owing to a number of short bonds 
running off, and others of a similar nature having been sold, 
as we found we could use the money to better advantage 
in other ways. Loans on call, short, and fixed dates shew, 
on the other hand, an increase of £356,666 Os. 9d., bills discounted an 
increase of £44,862 8s. 4d., and sundry balances and interest due of 
£29,687 17s. 4d. Turning to the profit and loss account, beyond the 
increased rebate already alluded to there is on the debit side a decrease of 
£1,109 2s. 2d. in current expenses, salaries, &c., and an increase of £300 in 
the amount carried forward to next account. I may add that during the 
past half-year we have been entirely free from bad debts, that our invest- 
ments stand considerably below the figures at which they could to-day be 
realized, and that we have no accounts on our books which cause us any 
anxiety. As far as the immediate future is concerned, the position of the 
money market is not such as to lead one to expect any serious fluctua- 
tions. On the.one hand the usual Revenue payments will tend for the 
next two or three months to give the bank a firm hold on the market, but, 
on the other side, the railway dividends will be payable next month, and it 
is reasonable to expect that considerable sums will also be paid out by the 
Government. On the whole the chances seem to be that, subject to 
fluctuations, the general tendency of the market during the next six 
months will be towards ease. I will not detain you longer, gentlemen, 
and will now move the adoption of the report and accounts. 

Mr. Murray Gururre seconded the resolution, and, after some com- 
plimentary remarks from shareholders, it was carried unanimously. 
The retiring directors and auditors were re-elected, and the meeting 
terminated with a vote of thanks to the chairman. 











Mrs. Bella Lockwood, a well-known advocate of woman suffrage, sa) s 
the Daily Mail, ap in the United States Supreme Court on behalf of 
the Cherokee In in a claim for £600,000 against the Government. 
This is the first time, says the Zvidune, that a woman has pleaded before 
the nation’s highest triounal. 


The association of the “hearth * with the permanent ownership or 
occupation of land as indicated in the note to Galbraith v. Poynton (1905, 
2 K. B. 258, 259) (explaining the term ‘‘a tenement of Old Auster” at 
Chew Magna) has, says the Law Quarterly Review, at least its analogue, if 
not its possible origin, in the ancient laws of Wales. The reference in 
those laws to the pen-tan-faen or fireback-stone is frequent. Thus “the 
preservation of the records of fireback-stones, meerstones, and mounting 
stones (meini-pentan a therfynfain ac cagynfain) has been committed to bards 
duly qualified ’”’ as pew go Cymru, xiii, § 97) ; “ three things a 
a memorial of land and homestead; a fireback-stone (pentan- , &c.* 
(ibid. § 99); ‘* there are three dead witmesses as toland . . . thirdly, 
the fireback-stone of the father, grandfather, or great-grandfather of the 


pas oer ae thrydydd, pentanfacn tad y gofynwr new un oi Aendad new un a 
orhendad) (ibid. 227); “‘there are t of a taeog 
villanus|; a fire (pentan) . . . &e,” (ibid. § 240). See ako 





and promised to do what he could in the matter. 


allice, lib, ii. ; cap. viii, § 49; cap, xxavi. § SL; cap. L fi; 
where the stone is caliea * iapis focarius.”” 
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Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. N. A. E. Way, solicitor, of the firm. of Messrs. Walker, Smith, & 
Way, has been appointed Clerk of the Peace for Chester, in place of the 
late Mr. Samuel Smith. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Epwarp Artavur Connor and Davin Bowen Evans, solicitors (Bowen 
Evans & Connor), Manchester. Dec. 18. 

Freperick Mrrcuett and James Evtrorr Matzrnson, solicitors (Mitchell 
& Mallinson), 24 and 25, Fenchurch-street, London. Sept. 29, 1904, The 
business will in future be carried on by the said James’ Elliott Mallinson. 

[ Gazette, Jan. 19. 





General. 


The Postmaster-General, Mr. Sydney Buxton, stated at a meeting at 
Leatherhead, on Wednesday, that the questions of education and trade 
union law would possibly alone occupy the greater part of the first session 

_of the new Parliament. 


The identification of John Torrance’s teeth-marks in some cheese he had 
bitten led, says the Daily Mai/, to his conviction at Carlisle Assizes. Mr. 
Justice Grantham recommended the jury, if ever they got hold of a piece 
of cheese, to finish it. 


The Royal Commission on Poor Law sat again this week at the Foreign 
Office, Lord George Hamilton presiding. Mr. Pitts, assistant secretary to 
the Local Government Board, gave evidence in relation to the statistics at 
the disposal of the board. He enumerated the various classes of statistics 
and gave the salient results which emerged from those statistics. Mr. 
Davy, chief general inspector and assistant inspector in charge of the Poor 
Law Department, gave evidence in connection with the administration. 
_ He dealt at some length with the administrative powers of the central 
- body and the local authorities, and bis crors-examination was commenced 
but not finished. It is anticipated that the examination and cross- 
examination will occupy several further sittings. 


A very curious point in criminology was, says the Evening Standard, 
raised by Sir William Grantham at the Carlisle Assizes. Remarking on 
the paucity of cases before him, he suggested that the influence of the 
elections was responsible forthis. He found that something of a parallel 
condition of things had existed during the late war, and offered the 
explanation that when people were animated by strong feelings the 
tendency to crime was somehow neutralized. Interesting so far as it goes, 
the theory stops at a yet more interesting point. Is it that the emotional 
development of the criminal classes is so circumscribed that they are 
incapable of more than one strong feeling at a time? Or does Sir William 
consider that either a war or an election forms a full and adequate equiva- 
lent of and substitute for crime ? 


On the 19th inst., being the grand day of Hilary term at Gray’s-inn, 
the treasurer (Mr. W. T. Barnard, K.C.) and the masters of the bench 
entertained at dinner the following guests: The Right Hon. Sir Gorell 
Batnes, the Right Hon. Sir Charles Hardinge, G.C.M G., the Hon. Mr. 
Justice Sutton, Sir Benjamin Baker, K.C.B., Sir Gordon Miller, K.C.B., 
Sir Arthur Rucker, the President of the Law Society (Mr. C. M. Barker,, 
Mr. C. M. Warmington, K.C., Mr. R. A. Bayford, K.C., Mr. G. E. Buckle, 
the Worshipful the Mayor of Holborn (Professor W. R. Smith, M.D.), 
and Mr. Frederick Mead. The benchers present, 1n addition to the treasurer, 
were: Sir Arthur Collins, K.C., Mr. James Sheil, Mr. J. Mulligan, K.C., 
Mr. Mattinson, K.C., Mr. Lewis Coward, K.C., Mr. Reader Harris, K.C., 
Mr. H. E. Duke, K.C., Mr. Manisty, K.C., Mr. Edward Clayton, with the 
preacher (the Rev. R. J. Fletcher, M.A.). 


The President of the Local Government Board has appointed a depart- 
mental committee to inquire and report with regard to: (1) The systems 
on which the accounts of local authorities in England and Wales are at 
present kept ; (2) generally as to the system on which the accounts of 
the various local authorities in England and Wales should be kept, and in 
particular whether such accounts should be prepared on a system requiring 
the entries of receipts and payment to be confined as far as possible to 
actual receipts and payment of money or not; and (3) the regulations 
which should be made on the subject, regard being had to the necessity 
for shewing accurately the amounts raised by local taxation and the pur- 

for which they are applied. The committee will consist of Mr. 

alter Runciman, M.P., who will be chairman, and of Mr. J. Bromley, 

C.B., Mr. T. Pitts, C.B., Mr. R. Barrow, Mr. E. P. Burd, Mr. J. J. 

Burnley, Mr. J. Gane, and Mr. F. Merrifield. Mr. G. R. Snowden, of the 
Local Government Board, will act as secretary to the committee. 


A correspondent of the Times says that on the 2nd of January, 1906, his 
Excellency Sir George Chardin Denton, Governor of the Gambia, opened a 
Mahomedan Court at Bathurst. This isa noteworthy event, inasmuch as, 
with the exception of Cyprus, no Crown colony can boast of such a court. 
Two years ago the leading Mahomedans of Bathurst petitioned the Governor, 
and 1n their petition set forth certain grievances, the chief of which was 
that marriages conducted under Mshomedan law were not valid and 
effectual for establisbing the status of legitimacy within the colony for 
the children of any sich marriage. They asked for the recognition of 

















Mahomedan law in the colony and for the establishment of  . 
constituted by a Cadi of their own selection to be appointed by the Gowne 
The petition was favourably reported on by the Governor to the Senay 
of State for the Colonies, with the result that on the 4th of J Wy, 195, 
ordinance was passed at a legislative council entitled *‘ An ne 
recognize Mahomedan law for certain purposes and make Provision forty 
establishment of a Mahomedan Court at Bathurst.’’ This wag A88ented jg 
in the King’s name on the 8th of July, 1905. The Jurisdiction of iy 
court is to extend to all causes and matters, contentious and UNContentiog, 
between or exclusively affecting Mahomedan natives, relating to Civil say 
marriage, succession, donations, testaments, and guardianships, But ty 
recognition granted to Mahomedan law is not to extend to crimingl 
contracts, religious trusts, civil contracts, other than marriage, o uy 
criminal or guasi-criminal matter whatsoever, The ordinance 
provides for appeal to the Supreme Court from any decision of the 
and there shall sit, as assessor for advisory purposes only to the dig 
magistrate in all such appeals, a Tamsir, or person learned in Mahomeiy 
law. 


A correspondent sends us the translation which has been circulated jy 
England of the “Statutes” of the Dutch Club Internationg 4 
Bienfaisance, stated to have been approved by royal decree of the thy 
April, 1904. Among the numerous “‘ Articles ’’ we may quote the fall. 
ing: ‘‘ Art. 7.—The board will not receive the least bonification, 
the secretary, who may be a Dutchman. Art. 8.—In the current of th 
year 1930 an extraordinary general meeting will be held, where decisig 
shall be taken about the continuance or not of the society. Nevertheey 
as long as 20 members, the board included, declare themselves against ty 
dissolution, the society continues existing, provided the n 
approvement. Art. 9.—Twenty members are autorized to convocates 
general meeting, provided their giving due notice to the board, 8 diy 
before, mentioning the prepositions to be treated. Art. 10.—To 
admitted to the ballotation, candidates-members must be strangers mi 
23 years of age, having previously delivered a written application fg 
the purpose, indicating the approval of the statutes ; provisional admit. 
tance is then granted by the board, who have the faculty to required 
necessary documents and those informations which they judge necessary, 
Names of candidates-members must be published by posting up in th 
locality of the society, they must obtain two-thirds of the voices of th 
present members. Art. 11.—The ballotation will take place in a duj 
announced general meeting. Voting to be done in secret, with clos? 
letters, is only valid when 15 members have taken part in it. Thy 
number of 15 members can be majorated in future by resolution o 
the board. Art. 12.—No alteration can be made in these statutes whenth 
demand to that effect has not been done by at least 20 members and 
delivered to the board 8 days before a general meeting. No alteratim 
is of value without the necessary legal approval. . . . Art. - 
These statutes will be pended in the localities of the society, whichar 
open every day from 10 a.m. until 11 o’clock p.m.”’ 





Tae Narionat Provrxcia, Bank or Enetanp (Limrrep).—The sum 
general meeting of the National Provincial Bank of England (Limited) 
took place on 19th January, at the head: office, Bishopsgate-street, E.0. 
Mr. Robert Wigram, who presided, congratulated the shareholders on the 
satisfactory nature of the report. Dealing with the accounts the cash 
Bank of England and at head office and branches, also at call al 
short notice, shewed an increase of £1,541,000 over the preceding year, 
and the investments an increase of £91,000. The bills discounted, loam, 
&c., shewed an increase of £279,000, and bank premises a decrease of 
£7,000. The items on the assets side shewed a total increase of £1,955, 
over last year’s accounts. ‘The current, deposit, and other accouls, 
including rebate on bills not due, provision for bad and doubtful debis, 
contingencies, &c , exhibited an increase of £1,900,000 upon the year. 
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The acceptances and indorsements of foreign bills on account of 
shewed an increase of £51,000. 








Frxep Incomes.—Houses and Residential Flats can now be Furnished 
on a uew System of Deferred Payments especially adapted for those wit 
Sixed incomes who do not wish to disturb investments. Selection from the 
largest stock in the World. Everything legibly marked in plain 
Maple & Co. (Limited), Tottenham Court-road, London, W.—[Apvz. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota of ReaisTgaks in ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. Emencency Appzat Count Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
A. 0. 2. KExEwica. Fasweil. 
Monday, Jan. ............ 29 Mr. R. Leach Mr. Beal Mr. Pemberton Mr. Greswel 
Godfrey Carringtoff § Jackson Church 
Carrington Beal Pemberton  Greswell 
Beal Carrington Jackson Chareh 
Jackson Beal Pemberton Greswel 
Pemberton Carrington J D per 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. 
Buckuey. Joyvog. Swinvew Eapy. Wasaien 
Monday, Jan +oee-29 Mr, Godfrey Mr. W. Leach Mr. Farmer Mr. King 
A silebicccodnate 30 R. Leach Theed i Farmer 
81 «Godfrey W. Leach Farmer Church 
Thursday, WED. serccnens ; R. Leach oe . . Gone 7 
seer eeweeseeseseeeees Godfrey . Leac! armer 
Gaturday’..... 3 ~ B, Leach Theed i W. Leased 











Commission Days. 





“WINTER 
ASSIZES, 1906. 


> in a duly 


vith clos 


it. Thi 
solution of 
8 when the 
mbers and 
alteration 
Art. 19,- 
which ar 


he aunual 
(Limited 
reet, EC, 
ors on the 
© cash at 
call and 
ing year, 
ed, loans, 
crease of 
1,955,000 
accounts, 
ul debts, 
she year. 
ustomers 


urnished 
ose with 
from the 


vT. 


Pere” Pe eaedea FE 













Jan. 27) 1906. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. [Vol. 50.] 211 


. << Bothamley v Rowe & Williams appl of deft Williams from judgt of Mr 
Circuits of the J udges. Justice Warrington, dated Dec 1, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex 


ing j i in in town: Darurne J., during the whole | _ Dec 14 ; i ae 
Bes OCT Sg a Spent ape | sehr Dt, inn, € G2, ap tele tm de ot 
SE a noses where te is appended to the names of the Circuit | Justice Channell, dated Oct 28, 1905, pace kan dtp ig Salk “te 
so Civil and Crim inal Business must be ready to be taken on the | Schultze v Same appl of ae me ee Se 
— edge thee cases the note appended to the name of the | Channell, dated Oct 28, 1905, wi ae —, . “TaN 
ae nig Fi chee the day before which Civil Business will not be | The National Federation ~ tw -— = whe geen Gichway and — 
ae ce > of Circuit Towns to which two judges go there will be | porated) v The Great Northern a Ms Justice Bigham, The 
aoe te oa conctl Commission) appl of pltffs from judgt o paca 
moalterstion in the old practice. Right Hon Sir F Peel and The Hon A E Gathorne-Hardy, dated Dec 
Ges ‘P PEPEEEES 7, 1905 Dec 21 
In the Matter of M C Bradley and her Creditors Porter (Applt) v Leaver 
a ors (Respte) “ppl of applt from order of Mr Justice Phillimore, 
dated Dec 7, 1905 21 3 : 
Davies (Applt) v Seisdon Union Assessment Committee of _. Poe 
Council of Kinver (Respts) appl of respts from judgt of > aoe 
Chief Justice and Justices Lawrence and Ridley, dated Dec 14, 
Dec 23 
Ameesions Trading Co v Schouten appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Channell, dated Nov 25, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex Dec 23 


a y ~ 
'z@ | FROM THE PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION 
i 2 i (ADMIRALTY). 
i> H 
: For Hearne. 
With Nautical Assessors. 
(Final List.) 











Tues., Jan. 23 
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1905. 
i i he 
ia—1904—Folio 438 The Owners of the Steamship Nereus and t 
go of the ‘Cange now or lately therein v The Owners of the 
Steamship Oravia appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Barnes, 
dated Feb 1, 1905 Feb 24 Ae 
Cambrian Monarch—1905—Folio 509 The Clyde Shipping Co ld and = v 
the Owners of the Cambrian Monarch, her cargo and freight appl of pltfis 
from judgt of the President and Mr Justice Bargrave Deane, dated April 
5, 1905 May 4 See 
Chaucer--1903—Folio 213 The Owners of Steamship Highland Mary v — 
Owners of Steamship Chaucer (damage) appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr 
ig iii| Justice Bargrave Deane, dated April 15,1905 May10 a 
3 : } | Alleghany—1905—Folio 124 The Owners of Steamship Stelling and freight 
iii v The Owners of Steamship Alleghatiy and freight (Gamage) | appl of 
defts from judgt of The President, dated May 11, 1905 May 26 
Without Nautical Assessors. 
(Final List.) aa aa 
Scarsdale—1904—Folio 464 Charles Baxter v Colin McDiamid appl o 
deft from judgt of Mr Justice Bargrave Deane, dated May 8, 1905 


May 15 
. FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(New Trial Paper.) 
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1904. , 
Tavistock Rural District Council v Duke & Cold appln of defts for judgt 
or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated y une 28, 1904, at trial 
before Mr Justice Ridley and a special jury, Exeter Aug 6 


N. Wares 
Cnresrrr, 
G 
Beaumaris 








|A. T. Lawrence | Gran 


’ |Dolgeliy “""*"" 
«nasi eel 
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1905. : 
Ogden v The Gas Light and Coke Co appln of defts for judgt or new 
eal on appl from verdict and judgt, dated March 17, ~~ —_— 
before Mr Justice Darling and a special jury, Middlesex nome 
Smith v Same appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl from ve ~ 
: and judgt, dated March 17, 1905, at trial before Mr Justice Darling an 
ele sac i i ::i]  @ special jury, Middlesex (consolidated actions) March oe ee 
SSS SSxSSRaRAR=SSSAcsg | Pallingv Earle appln of deft for judgt or new trial on app room oo . 
eeyerees and judgt, dated May 23, 1905, at trial before Mr Justice n a 
eS ae ge ae “se Seems sg == se" 551  gpecial jury, Manchester June 2 J 
. “4 Hobson v Bicknell appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl bes. 
verdict and judgt, dated May 19, ony at trial before Mr Justice 1 
and a special jury, Liverpool June . 3 
Jones v Williame bern of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from ree 
and judgt, dated June 9, 1905, at trial before Mr Justice Phillimore an 
a common jury, Carnarvon June 30 : i 
2 b C de B Taylor and The R L Motor Engineering Co 
COURT OF APPEAL. poy Yeo be deft. Taylor for judgt or new trial on appl 
HILARY SITTINGS, 1906. from verdict and judgt, dated June 9, 1905, at trial before Mr Justine 
i 5 Wills and a special jury, Middlesex Junie 30 Same vSame appin o 
ee ee Se deft Rubery from same judgt for new trial, &c June 30 Same’ v Same 
FROM SHE KING'S SERCE- DIVE. appln of defts R L Motor Engineering Co 1d from same judgt for new 
(Pioal List) ao don, Tilb d Southend Ry Co appln of defts for 
Final List. Angus v The London, Tilbury and Southen ] - 
3 "1905 judgt or new trial on appl =e -_ judgt, —¢- we Middlenes 
nt ‘ i Justi illimore and a common 
— vGoldsall appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Channell, dated tay. before Mr Justice 7 > Um 
tn 0, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex Dec 9 Dealtry and anr v The Countess of Aberdeen (Wife, &c) and ors appln o 
In the Matter’ of The Arbitration Act, 1899, and In the Matter of an lei ie betes ox ce sugl trues verdict ad foug, aeiun due 
Arbtn between Turnbull, Martin, & Co. and The Smithfield and Argen- 29, 1905, at trial before Mr Justice Darling and a special jury, 
tine Meat Co ld appl of Turnbull, Martin, & Co from judgt of Mr| j4ladlesex (restored Nov 3, by order) July 8 
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Thursday Jan. 








Justice Bigham, dated Nov 27, 1905 Dec 9 Lancashire and Yorkshire Ry Co v Devenport and ors _appln of pitffs for 
mvArthur appl of pltff from judgt of The Lord Chief J ustice, judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated June 22, 1905, 
dated Nov 13, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex Dec 9 at trial before Mr Justice Walton and a special jury, Manchester 


Inte an Arbitration between the Exors of S A D Eden and James J oicey & | July 10 ; 

ag and The North Eastern Ry Co appl of the North Eastern Ry Co | Ramsey v The London sited. Temes oa yp cape, ot stoned 
j i i 28, 1905 ial judgt or new trial on app: i judgt, dat , 

Del ee Sapam, Seas ee, ae ee oe : ial before Mr Justice Bucknill and a special jury, Middlesex July 13 
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Thomas v Bradbury, 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 6, 1905, at trial before 
Mr Justice Darling and a special jury, Middlesex July 13 

H-pburn v The London and North Western Ry Co appln of defts for 
judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated June 5, 1905, 
at trial before Mr Justice Walton and a special jury, Liverpool (fur con 
in London) July 14 

The Mayor, &c of East Ham v The Ilford Gas Co appln of defts for judgt 
or new trial on app! from verdict and judgt, dated July 12, 1905, at trial 
before The Lord Ohief Justice and a special jury, Middlesex July 19 

Thurston v Charles appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated July 11, 1905, at trial before Mr Justice 
Walton and a special jury, Liverpool (far conin London) July 20 

Wiggins v Wandsworth Borough Council appln of defts for judgt or new 
tral on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 8, 1905, at trial before 
The Lord Uhief Justice and a special jury, Middlesex July 26 

Ward, Lock & Co v Operative Printers’ Assistants’ Soc and anr appln of 
defts for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 
17, 1905, at trial before Mr Justice Darling and a special jury, 
Middlesex July 26 

Davies v The Great Western Ry Co appln of defts for judgt or new trial 
on app! from verdict and judgt, dated July 10, 1905, at trial before Mr 
Justice Wills and a special jury, London July 28 

Petrini v Guidi appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
and judgt, dated July 19, 1905, at trial before Mr Justice Ridley and a 
common jury, Middlesex Aug 1 

Beech v Chatwin appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated July 19, 1905, at trial before Mr Justice 
Lawrance without a jury, Nottingham Aug 3 

Cory and anr v Plymouth Breweries ld appln of defts for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated June 30, 1905, at trial before 
Mr Justice Ridley and a special jury, Exeter Aug 9 

The Ocean Accident and Guarantee Corpn Id and ors v The Ilford Gas Co 
appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, 
dated July 26, 1905, at trial before Mr Justice Lawrance and a special 
jury, Middlesex 

Vibert v ern andanr appln of defts Tasman Syndicate for judgt or new 
trial on app! from verdict and judgt, dated July 28, 1905, at trial before 
Mr Justice A T Lawrence and a common jury, Middlesex Aug 11 

The Bispham Hall Colliery Co v Johnson applin of deft for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 28, 1905, at trial before 
Mr Justice Walton and a —< jury, Middlesex Aug 11 

Solon v Ashwell and anr appin of defts for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated Aug 4, 1905, at trial before Mr Justice Darling 
and a ial jury, Birmingham Aug 12 

Rhodes v Mayor and Corpn of Heywood appln of defts for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 25, 1905, at trial before 
Mr Justice Kennedy and a common jury, Manchester Aug 24 

Killen v Cohen (trading and sued as Lewis’s) appln of deft for judgt or 
new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Aug 17, 1905, at trial 
before The Hon Judge Taylor, KC, and a special jury, Court of Passage, 
Liverpool Sept 6 

Davies & Co ld v Crosfield and ors appln of defts for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Aug 10, 1905, at trial before Mr 
Justice Walton and a special jury, Liverpool Oct 7 

Neill & Sons ld v Worthington & Cold appln of defendants for judgt or 
new irial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Aug 3, 1905, at trial 
before Mr Justice Grantham and a special jury, Leeds Oct 17 

Eveson Coal and Coke Co ld v (irassmoor Cold applin of pltffs for judgt 
or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Aug 1, 1905, at trial 
before Mr Justice Darling and a special jury, Birmingham Oct 30 

Jones v Roxburgh appin of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated Oct 17, 1905, at trial before The Hon Judge 
Taylor, KC, and a common jury, Liverpool Court of Passage Nov 10 

Celland v Kae appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
and ;judgt, dated Nov 7, 1905, at trial before Mr Justice Jelf anda 
common jury, Middlesex Nov 14 

v Rowlands appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated Nov 10, 1905, at trial before Mr Justice 
and a special jury, Middlesex Nov 18 
Meyer v Schwabach appin of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated. Nov 13, 1905, at trial before Mr Justice 
without a jury, Middlesex Nov 24 
v Drucker and anr appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, da Nov 21, 1905, at trial before Mr Justice 
Wills and a special jury, Middlesex Nov 30 

Nordheim v The Daily Express 1d appln of pitff for judgt or new trial 
od og from verdict and judgt, dated Dec 2, 1905, at trial before Mr 
J Wills and a special jury, Middlesex Dec 8 

Boundary Wool and Hair Works ld v ‘The Eritish Chrome Tanning Co 

of pits for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, 
Dec 7, 1905, at trial before the Lord Chief Justice without a jury, 
Middlesex Dec 21 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 


1905, 
of State in Council appl of pitff from order of Mr 
Justice Bucknill, dated Aug 16, 1905 (s 0 for Attorney-General) Aug 31 
Mile V Co 14 (Applte) v and ors (Respta) epplof applts 
from of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated Nov 9, 1905 Nov 15 
In the Matter of an Action, commenced in the County Court of Middlesex, 
Holden at Brompton, by Henry Solman against Frank Day and In the 


ew & Co ld appin of defts for judgt or new 





Matter of The King v Clement Lloyd, Esq (expte Day) applof py, 
from order of The Lord Chief Justice and Justices Wills and Day 
dated Nov 8, 1905 SamevSame Nov 21 

Admiralty 1904—M—No 219 (Liverpool) 1905—Folio 422 The Mery 
Docks and Harbour Board (Owners of Sand Pump Dredger G B Crow 
The Owners of Steamship Marpessa “iy of pltffs from order of Thy 
President, dated Nov 9, 1905 (part heard) (adjourned sine die) Nov % 

Meadows v Curzons appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Phillimon, 
dated Nov 28, 1905 Dec 4 

Coates v Meadows and ors 
Phillimore, dated Dec 6, 1905 

Morten v Lawther appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Sutton dated 
Dec 18, 1905 Dec 0 

In the Matter of MC Bradley and her Creditors Porter (Applt) ay 
Leaver and ors (Respts) appl of applt from order of Mr Jnstig 
Phillimore, dated Dec 7, 1905 Dec 21 

Plymouth Mutual Co-operative and Industrial Soc ld v The Trady 
Publishing Assoc ld and The Argus Printing Co ld appl of defts Th. 
Trades’ Publishing Assoc ld from order of Mr Justice Sutton (Interroga. 
tories), dated Dec 16, 1905 Dec 22 Same v Same (discovery of 
documents) Dec 22 

Edmonds v Floyd & Hayman appl of pltff from order of Mr Justig 
Sutton, dated Dec 13, 1905 Dec 22 

Middleton & Fraser v Bottomley appl of deft from order of Mr Justicg 
Sutton, dated Dec 15,1905 Dec 23 


In re The Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897. 
From Country Courts. 
1905. 


Zachariah Griffiths v The Wymstay Colliery Co ld appl of applicant from 
award of pesane f Court (Denbighshire, Wrexham), dated Sept 13, 1% 
(security ordered—-s o till further order) Oct 3 

Smith v Standard Steam Fishing Co 1d appl of applicant from award of 
County Court (Lincolnshire, Grimsby), dated Oct 12,1905 Oct 26 

Davies v The Taff Vale Railway Co appl of respts from award of County 
Court (Glamorganshire, Cardiff), dated Oct 7, 1905 Oct 27 

Evans v Thomas appl of applicant from award of County Court (Carmw. 
thenshire, Llanelly), dated Oct 10,1905 Oct 30 

J & G Wells ld v Taylor appl of applicants from award of County Court 
(Derbyshire, Chesterfield), dated Oct 30,1905 Nov 18 

Annie Owens (widow) v Thomas & Co ld appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Carmarthenshire, Llanelly), dated Nov 7, 1905 Nov 2% 

Bates v The Weardale Steel & Coke Cold appl of applicant from award 
of County Court (Durham, Walsingham), dated Nov 11, 1905 Nov%# 

Beer v Homelight Oil Co ld appl of applicant from award of County 
Court (Kent, Rochester), dated Nov, 14,1905 Dec 4 

Tullock v B Waygood & Cold appl of respts from award of County Coutt 
( ), dated Nov 24,1905 Dec7 

Geary v Hudson applof applicant from award of County Court (Middleser, 
Brentford), dated Nov 24,1905 Dec 12 

Vale v Gardiner & Co appl of applicant from award of County Court 
(Surrey, Southwark), dated Nov 28, 1905 Dec 14 

Lowe, John Edward v M Myers & Sons appl of applicant from award of 
County Court (Warwickshire, Yorkshire), dated Nov 29, 1905 Dec 2% 


N.B.—The above List contains Chancery, Palatine, and King’s Bench 
Final and Interlocutory Appeals, &c, set down to Dec 23, 1905, 


appl of pltff from order of Mr 
Dec 12 we 





The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 
Feb. 1.—Mesers. H. E. Fosrzr & Caanriexp, at the Mart, at 2:— 
ERSIONS: 


To Three-eighths of £1,000 Five Cent. Preference Stock, Foreign and Colonial 
Government Trust (Limited), lady aged 76; also to One-third of £200 
London and South-Western Railway Co. Ordinary Stock, lady sged 7%, 
Solicitors, Messrs. Smiles & Co., London. 

To a Trust Fund of £2,800; gentleman aged 56 and a lady aged 50. Solicitor, 
David Da Lond 


vis . on. 
To One-third of a Fund, value £1,305; also Freehold and Copybold 
P ‘ tn posmansion, at Saxted, Suffolk; lady aged 57. Solicitor, G. M. 


t, ° on. 
To One-halt of's Trust Fund, value £2,979 128, 10d., lady aged 52; also to One 
third of a Trust Fund, value £36,055 88 3d, lady aged 66. Solicitors, Mem. 
& Sons, London. 


Crosse % . 
To One-sixth of a Trust Fund, value £6,067 15s. 6d.; lady aged 74. Bolieliom, 


Stileman & Neate, London, ‘ 
CONTINGENT REVERSION to One-fourth of a Trust Fund, value £13,964 104 who 
further CONTINGENT INTERESTS ; lady aged 82. Solicitor, W. H, Pale, 


Eaq., Liv . ? 
POLICIES for 72800, £1,000, £500, £200, £200. Solicitors, William Haigh, Bay, 
H. Q. Louch, Eeq., London. 
(See advertisements, this week, back page.) ad 
Feb. 1.—Mesers. Hooxen & Wes, of 4, High-strect, Croydon, £5,000 0” Stock of the 
Croydon Gas Co. (See advertisement, week, p. ii.) 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette,—Fuipay, Jan. 19, 
JOINT BTOCK COMPANIES. 
Liurrap 1m Cuancuny, 


Avavaua Gagat Sovrneum Rattway Co, Linirap —Oreditors are required, 08 a 
March 5, td send their names and addre.sex, and th e particulars of their debts fF 
t Bertie Hichard Tomlinson, 2, Prinoes st, ry 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gasette.—Tuxspay, Jan. 16. 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
SamveL, Giovennge, Hertford, Builder Jan 25 at 
i Court House, Luto: 
Aus, AxxTB, Smethwick, Staffs, Scho 1 Teacher Jan 23 
at 10.15 ‘law Courts, Lombard st, West Bromwich 
, CHARLES, Newcastle on Tyne, Beer Retailer Jan 
Mat 1 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 
Baxer, Ausnosk THoMas, Birming! , Licensed Victualler 
Jan Mat 11 191, Corporation st, Birming’ ham 
Bancuay, Wiutiam, Manor Park, Grocer San 26 at 11 
ptey bidgs, Carey st 
BasyweLL, Tuomas, S Neweastle on Tyne, Innkeeper Jan 
% at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 
BeprorD, Joun, Bradford, ney Spinner Jan 26 a. 3 
.. Reo, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradfo: 
acu, CHARLES Mantiy, Bheticld, Manufacturer’s Agent 
Mit 3h at 12 Off Rec, Figtree in, Sheffield 
Borcrss, JAMES, Barnstaple, Stockbroker Jan 30at3 94, 
High st, Barnsta) 

























ple 
Costas, Amos, Loose, Kent, Farmer Jan 3latll 9, Kent 
Maidstone 


Pit... Wim James, Altrincham, Cabinet Maker 
Jan 2@at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

CavsseLL, Herbert Exyest, Kingston upon Hull, Labourer 
Jan 2% ati1 Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 

Datzy, Taouas Crarves, Old Basford, Nottingham, Tram 
Conductor Jan 24 at1i Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, 


Nottingham 
Davina, Tuomas, Penralltdafan, Carmarthen, Farmer Jan 
Matli Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 
Daas, us, Tuouas, Briton Ferry, Glam, , Greengrocer Jan 2 
81 
























Deas, Roser Burton on Trent Jan at 11 Off Rec, 

st, De 

Denson, Sokenn,' rd, Boot Manufacturer Jan 
%ati2 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 8 

Aa Henry, Lincoln, ese Jan 30 at 11.45 
Off Ree, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 

Fistcae, Joux, Horwich, Lancs, Builder Jan 26 at3 19, 
—- st, Bolton 

Fuytaam, Fraxx, Middlesbrough, Pit Helper Jan 26 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, atiddlesbrough 

Faaskat, Isiore, "Bteward st, ny Manufacturer 
Jan 2atli Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Hautet, Frayors J, Porchester rd, Bayswater, Licensed 
Victualler Jan 24 at 2.30 Beakraptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Supe, Ss Hanzay, Northwich, Ch Butcher Jan 26 at 

















oo, as Waizall, ll Keeper Jan 26 at 11 
Wolv verhampton 


Er ve aol Bosham Sussex, Farmer Jan 25 at3 Off 
4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 
But, Joux rex Bridgwater, Architect Jan 24 at 11.30 
0; 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
ow Jose Gansipx, Catford, Kent Jan 26 at 12.30 
1 ‘ork rd, Westminster Brid 
— _ Irlam, Lanos, Travellin 
Off Reo, Byrom st, Mancheste 
Neem, shee eltenham, Butcher Jan 2% at 11.15 
County Court’ bidgs, Cheltenham 
Fovostrs, Wii114M, sy Rom wn Grocer Jan 25 










c Draper Jan 24 at 










La 
worm, WitutaM 5 Somme Portsea, sy Poulterer Jan | 
Bati 0 Cambridge juno, High st, Portsmouth 
Las, Hinrar Tuouas, @ comme va rd, Brixton, Music Hall 
an 24 at 11 bldgs, Ca: t 
Loxovgan, Grorar Epwagp, Sealreotey S Hants, Chief 
ftoker Jan 25 at 8 Otf Reo, Cambridge juno, High st, 


Melxross, , Duncan Wituiam, Exeter, Dental 
Feb 1 at 10.80 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, 


Mavaut, Eaxner Atseat Epwanrp, West pagnsten, 

be Das =" Jan 26 at 10.30 Off Reo, 7, 

Bea Bh Francis Wussax, Leeds Jan 2 at 11 Off 
tench Ya ‘ark row 

tar Not Sotting Hill, Builder Jan 24 at 12 


viet fo 

. RS Gateshead, Durham, 
Journeyman Painter Jan Moat 3 Off Reo, 30, 

P y st, Newcastle on 
ABBONS, Jans, Winfozten _ Greenwich, Licensed 

aller Jan 26 at 11,80 132, York rd, Westminster 


Paaxins,  . p per, Southend, Essex, 
ati2 Bank , ‘arey 
Pay We Warxiy, Pat Talbot, Glam, ol ; Digs care a Jan 
2.30 Off Reo, 31, Sm Dwansea 
Butru, Aux ALEXANDER Lrstin, York st, Westminster, Licensed 
 Viobualler J; Jan 29 at 11 Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 




















a, 5, St Mildred’s ct. Jenkins & Cv, Chapel pl, Poultry, solors for liquidator 


Temece, Francis Cricutox, 8t 

Titps.ey, Josern Drxor, "Leigh, 
2at3 19, st, 

TILDsuEy, Wittam, Leigh, anes, Pork Butcher Jan 25 


Waxes, Henry Jonny, 


5 Sam 3 Gronos, Hi 


Wuiremore and Gavuntvett, 


wn —_ Davin, 
at 1 

Woop, Jonx my Kinny, @ 
3 


Yous ct Josern, 
re) 


Asutoyx, Ronert, Essex 
Court Pet 

AssMaRy, Bay 

me Davin, Leeds, 


aay? G D, Swansea, 











ATURLEY, Harotp sear, emp ye Dra Jan 2% 
at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, pe 


1 
Sawyer, a. Westhoughton, n, Laucs, Wheelwright Jan Lxpsox, Joux James, Walton, 
26 at Liverpool Pet Janl1 Ord Jan1i— 


ames, Grocer Jan 2 at 
. Farmer Jan 26at12 Off 

31, Sires ah Phnecie 

J Geenes, Cumnen ot Jan 2% at 11 Bankruptcy 


are 


Carey 
aveanat Henseat Brann, Bolton, Joiner Jan 24 at 3 19, 
change 


st, Bolton 


Sumyer, Witi1am Taomas, munis. Kent, Schoolmaster | 


Jan 29 at 11.30 115, High oo 


Jan 24 at 12 


’s on Thames 
Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 
a Pork Butcher Jan 


at 3.30 19, Exchange st, Bol 


Warise, Wittiam, Wikecs" Lance, Furniture Dealer Jan 


24 at 2.80 Off Reo, 35, Victoria st, Live 
Dorchester, Licensed Victualler Jan 
——, Catherine st, Salisbury 
Den Bonk ak York, Wool Merchant 
Bank chmbrs, Curporation st, 


2at2 Off Rec, 


Jan Mat li 
Dewsbury 


‘Warton outa, Oo catty York, Grocer Jan 24 at 3 
Warson, Eaxest, Walthamstow, Butcher's Salemwan Jan 


25 ati Bankruptcy bldgs, 7S 


Liphook, Hants, Builders 
Jan 2@at4 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Porte- 


mouth 
Wuxi, Joun Danret, Aberaman, Aberdare, Builder Jan 


at 3 135 
f High , Merthyr Tydfl Jan 24 
185, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Jan 24 at 


Plast 





Ree, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 


cis Riomanp Henry, Greenwich, penesteste Dealer 


Jan 24 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bri dge 
-on-Tees, Innkeeper Jan 24 at 3 
Middlesbrough 


Rec, 8, Albert rd, 

ADJUDICATIONS. 
eS aeagen, Fruiterer High 
= _— Retailer 


Dec 18 

‘ewcastle a Ty 

Newcastle on Tyne Pet Janil Ord Ji 
Fruiterer Leeds Pet Jan 12 Ord 


Royal Hotel, we 
Bones, Sesaer Witu1am Bexsamix, Portemouth, Dealer | B On s Writs, Balby, mr Doncaster, D 
i Photographic Materials Jan 25 at’3 Off Reo, Cam- | Sheffield Pet Deo 12 Ord Jan 12 as 
junc, Hi » Portsmou' Barnwait, Tao Newcastle upon Tyne, Innkeeper 
Hog aly Nottin Jan 25at11 Off Rec, 4, a owenrtle upon Pet Jani2 Ord Jan 12 
p’, Park et, Nottingham Bangoudy = —_ Cotton Spinner Bradford Pet 


me, Rosert, s Cardiff Cardiff Pet Jan 10 Ord Jan 10 
Hosier Swansea Pet Novy 24 Ord | 


Goes, Ronen Andover, Southampton, Farmer Salisbury — 


et Dec 14 Ord Jan 12 
et Jan 12 


eau Sypwzy Witiiam, and Atrasp Lage = Corker, 
Schoolmasters Canterbury 


Folkestone, 


Ord Jan 12 


Commas, Sane, Seat Ham, Damar Maidstone Pet Dec 
Guan Winsvan Fn Altrincham, Cabinet Maker 
Manchester Pet Deo 


15 Ord Jan 11 
, Mineral Water Ma:ufac- 
Pet Dec 19 Ord Jan ll 


atil 191, Corporation st 
Jores, Samon Davizs, Lampet neat rig ane nem, Epwakrp, Gernon rd. 
12.15 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Cuppgrorp, Wittiam Epwix, Tavistock, Devon, Butcher | 
th Pet Jan 11 Grd Jan 1 


Pi 
Daveetn, Epwry, and Hezextan Davaeyroat, Maccles | 
Manufacturers Macclesfield Pet Deo | 
| 


23 Jan ~4 
Durston, Watts md, ppt Reis High 


rt Pet Jan 12 Ord Janz 
. . : , Devon, Baker Plymouth Pet | 
an 
Funtaas, fy Middlesbrough, Pit Helper Middles- 
K -q Jt 4. Dealer High 
ORTH, 
Court Pet Nov 18, Ord Jan 12 
rook, Solicitor High Court Pet Oct 


Futtzr, MN, Walb: > 
81 Ord Jan12 
bs Yarmouth, 
Jan 12 Ord 


*Norta, Aatavr Bexsamin Harmay, 

oe Carter Gt Yarmouth Pet 

we. F, . J, Teddington, Middlesex, Builder Brentford 
Pet Oct 28 Ord Jan 12 

«=>. Teapeu.a, Hartburn, Durham Stcckton on Tees 
Pet Jan 12 Ord Jan 12 

Hupsow, Jonn @ ton Heath, Surrey Croydon Pet 
Oct 80 Ord Jan 18 

Borsey, peer, Aldershot, Agent Guildford Pet Jan 12 


Jan 1 
Glam, Collier Pontypridd 


Jonra, Joux, Lianbradach, 
met, Ord Jan 18 ¥ 
anues, Southampton, Licensed Victualler 
ee Nov 29 Qid Jan 1 





Jan. 27) 1906, 
—— 

Dsrosrrixe SYNDICATE, ng yee ee are required, on or before Feb Lizsuay & Luurep (tn Liguipation on or before Feb 23, to 
west Der names and add resses, and the particulars of % their ee aan to oll cheonaes sak and pees o wT thas wo den he 
Gasies Henry Carter, Wellesley, Balham Park 14, Balham. Jacksons & El Cole- Richard Roberts, 3, Lord st, Broughton, hester 

ant, golors for liquidator Neopsons Co, Loureo (1x Liquipation)—The business having been transferred to a new 

London Gasette-—Torsvar, Jan. %3 oad ep sof their debts or claima, to Freak Reed, 22, Philpot In a : 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. Ee at ene ee ee on Get 
to be heard Feb 6. Headley, New Carey st, solor petner. Notice ppearing 
secon osm sis | lg ee se 
Ruopesian Revs, Linirep— rs are requi on or before Fe! even Stare Quarrizs, Linirep— lor up, jan 18, t to 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edgar F, heard Feb 6. Headley, New ct, Carey st, solor for petmer. Notice of appearing must 
ay reach the above-nam ’ not later, than 6 o'ock ba the efteracon of Web 6 





Ker, Lipmax, Monkwell + Fee Fancy Jeweller 
High Court Pet Dec 20 Jan 11 

Liverpool, Coal Dealer 

Music Hall 


Lez, Henry Tuomas, 
Court Pet Jan 11 ond Seni 
Loxoygar, Groner Ly ae i Hants, Uhief Stoker 
Mctl J Banca Ww. ae Eacter, Dental Dental Surgeon 
clxrosa, Joux Duncan WItLiaM, 
Exeter Pet Jan10 Ord Jan 10 


Mvereswaire, Frepericxk Wii1iam, Gateshead Durham, 
Journeyman P; on Tyne Pet Jan 12 
Ord Jan 12 

Nicos, Toouas Brawrawatrs, Margata, Butcher C m- 

Pet Dec1 Ord Jan 13 
hal = 9 


Nientincate, Atrazp CHABDES, 
Advertisement Canvasser Dec 13 3 od 
an 13 


O'Doxocuus, Taouas Goon, Kingston upon Hull, Solicitor 

ay Hull Pet Jan 13 Ord Jan 13 

ie RY, New Moat, Pembroke, Farmer Pembroke 

Pet Jan 13 Ord Jan 13 

rf... ALEXANDER York st, Westminster, 
Victualler High Court Pet Jan 12 Ord Jan 12 

Srawrtow, WiLL1AM Heyry, Leicester, Stonemason 
Pet Jan13 Ord Jan 13 

Squire, Jouw Bareet, Clifton 
Court Pet Jani3 Ord Jan 13 

Sraveys, Rosertr Epwarp, and 
GasLayp, Swansea, Hatters 
Ord Jan 12 

Titpstay, Jossen Drxox, i 
Bolton Pet Jan10 Ord Jan 10 


Frepsesice Samvunp 
Swansea Pet Jan lz 


Lanes, Pork Butcher 


Titpsizy, Wr Leigh, Lanes, Pork Butcher Bolton 
Pet Jan 10 Jan 10 
Trovestox, Wii1u1am, Wisbech, Cambridge, Publican 


King’s Pet Jan 12 Ord Jan 12 
Toryes, Mexseet Avoustus, Earl Soham, Suffolk, Farmer 
Pet Jani2 Ord Jan 12 
Watrtor, Jostan, York, Grocer Stockton on 
Tees Pet y wd Ord Jan 11 
it Ora fan = Coal Merchant 


‘hah, Giam, Clothier Aber- 

Dec 29 Ord Jan 12 
Wruass, Wittiam Epwasp, Mon, Iron- 
Pet Jan 13 Ord Jan 18 


Wiiisox, Wattrer Re. nr Faversham, 
Farmer Canterbury Pet Jan 12 Ord Jan 12 


Amended notice substituted >) + pamecheaana 
London Gazette of Jan 
Moreax, ogy Anrsve, Hirwain, Giam, Innkeeper 


1 OrdJani 
Peeereinneiy rine > | rien 
London Gazette 


Wassousiee, F 
Bradford Pa. gan nr t 


Wituiams, Davip, Mountain 
dare Pet 


Gazette of Jan 
Trizr, Wat’ ain, ante, Best Tistee Birmingham 
Pet Jan4é Ord Jan 


London Gasette.—Faivar, Jan. 19, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Asszy Irow Co, Tux, Southwark Bri rd, Merchants 
High Pet Dec 29 oe — 16 
Asuworts, Grorer, Hill Top Ironworks, Burnley, Rail 
Burnley Pet Jani5 Urd Jan 15 


Maker 
Bru Rook » 
te) oy tga 
verstock 


Bows, Danret, Clydach Colliery Overman 
Pet Jan 16 ‘Ora Jan 18 
. AM vp, Leeds, Plasterer Leeds 
i Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 
LLOOK, RNRY, Hill, Colchester 
Jenl Ord Jan 13 
| Braatey, Cusmenr, > a | Coal Merchant Porte- 
mouth Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan is 


| ome Crrnas Oataxpo Craruax, Lancaster, Tobacconist 
Preston Pet Jan8 Ord Jan i 


Coomza, Gexay Cuaaurs, 
Pet = 17 Ord Jan = 
Coor pwey, Aston, Butcher ming- 
om Pet ? Ord Jani? 
Da Fam. < Canistiax, Cheltenham Pet Dee 


Doop, Manat, Liverpoa, Builder Liverpeal Pet Jan 8 
oa ete he yeh Ghemn New. 
Bue,  Hiseodn, abeaiee, Ry Le Tredegar 


| ee ae ereh ea 
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Evans, Epwiy, hoes Bridge, Oldbury, Worcester, 
‘ Baker est Bromwich Pet Jan15 Ord 


Grocer and 
Jan 15 


Forster, Jonn Wi..1am, Kingston upon Hull, Grocer's 


Assistant 


Kingston upon Hull 
Jan 15 


Pet Jan 15 Ord 


Fostex, Aubert Henry, Kingston upon Hull, Insurance 
Agent Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 


Gairritus, 
- Chester Pet Jani16 Ord Jan 16 


Ricuarp, Cileen, nr Mold, Flint, Farmer 


Hammon, Netson Francis, Water Farm, Stouting, Kent, 


Farmer Canterbury Pet Janié6 Ord Jan 16 


ca, Groner, Thorpe Langtou, Leicester, Baker 


jicester Pet Jani17 Ord Jan 17 


Harrisoy, Joun Artuur, Sheffield, Motorman Sheffield 


Pet Janié Ord Jan 16 


Heerixe, AkTHUs CuArEs, St Leonard’s on Sea, House 


gent Hastings Pet Jan16 Ord Jan 16 


James, Lewis Capvayx, and Wirtiams James, Gilfach, 
» Glam, Grocers Merthyr Tydfil Pet Jan 3 


Ord Jan 15 


Joux, Howeit Mevupwy, Beulah, Garth, Brecon, Woollen 


ufacturer Newtown Pet Jan16 Ord Jan 16 


Kraose, Aveust Ricnanp, Whalley Range, Manchester 
Electrical 


Inspector Manchester 


Jan 15 


Pet Jan 15 Ord 


Laweence, Epwarp, Linslade, nr Leighton Buzzard’ 
Bucks, Hotel Proprietor Luton Pet Jani7 Ord Jan 17 
Lazarus, Hyman, Charles sq, Hoxton High Court Pet 


Oct 6 Ord Jan 17 


Leica, Rev Cuartes Baian, Porchester gdns, Bayswater, 


High Court Pet Dec27 Ord Jan17 


Mann, Atrrep Joux, Gosforth, Northumberland, Timber 
Merchant Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Jan 16 Ord 


Jan 16 


Mayy, Rosert Campsett, and Witi1am Horace Masy, 
tchingbam, Norfolk, Malsters Gt Yarmouth Pet 


Jan17 Ord Jan 17 


So Nokt, Victoria st High Court Pet Nov 20 


Jan 17 


Mircue.., Heyry, Bonymaen, Swansea, Labourer Swan- 


sea PetJani6 Ord Jan 16 


— Evwarp Horyer, HKotherham, Yorks, Tailor 


Pet Jan16 Ord Jan 16 


ae Joux, Morning In, Hackney, Manufacturer of 


‘reserved 


Provisions h Court 
Jan 17 Hig _ 


Pet Jan2 Ord Jan 16 
Norgis, Cuantes Faeperiox, Smethwick, Staffs, Photo- 
West Bromwich Pet Jani7 Ord Jan 17 


grap! 
Patmer, Epwix, Millbrook, Southampton, Baker Scuth- 


ampton PetJan17 Ord Jan17 
Pater, Water Harcovat, Dennin 
Engineer High Court Pet May 12 Ord Oct 11 


Pager, Joun, Liandilo, Carmarthen, Licensed Victualler 
Carmarthen 


Pet Jan16 Ord Jan 16 
Pore, Frank, Leicester, M f: 
* Pet —. 17 ~~ Jan 17 
oTTgR, WitLiam Tuomas, Sussex pl, South Kensington, 
Corn Merchant High Court Pet Dec 20 Ord Janel? 
Pupyey, Janes, Occupation rd, Walworth, Cab Proprietor 
High Court Pet Jan17 Ord Jan 17 
Rossox, Samver, and Tsaomas Lewry, Uttoxeter, Grocers 
Burton on Trent Pet Janj5 Ord Jan 15 
Bustos, Artavr Datpy, Filey, Yorks, Grocer Scarborough 
Pet Jan17 Ord Jan 17 
Sarrcey, Witt1am. Beeston, Notte, Hosiery Hand Not- 
tingham Pet Jan15 Ord Jan 15 
Suousrouk, Jous, Morchard Bishop, Devon, Farmer 
r PetJan15 Ord Jan 15 
Snortaxp, James Rowe, Mangotsfield, Glos, Builder 
P ae Pet _~ 4 Ord Jan 16 
impson. Henry Josern, Cardiff, Coal Exporter Cardiff 
_ Pet Dec18 Ord Jan 15 sii 
Suitu, Tuomas, Trofarth, nr Abegele, Denbigh, School- 
master Bangor Pet Jan17 Urd Jan 17 
Taveritr, Grorce, Bradford, Maker of Artificial Teeth 
Bradford Pet Jan16 Ord Jan 16 
Vay Ge.per, Davip, St Mary’s rd, Canonbury, Meat 
é an High Court Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 16 
Weis, Wittiam Barxer, Hunslet, Leeds, Commercial 
Travelier Leeds Pet Jan15 Ord Jan 15 


ns 





Pet Dec 2z Ord 

— a , Old Broadst High Court Pet Oct11 Ord 
an 

Nicuot1s, Fraxcis James, Cardiff, Coal Merchant Cardiff 


1d, Hampstead, 


turer Leicester 


Wuitex, Hexry, Lutton, nr Long Sutton, Lincoln, Butcher | 


King’s Lynn Pet Jani5 Ord Jan 15 


Wickaas, Cuanies Hyatmar, Kingston upon Hull, Joiner | 
| 


ston upon Hull Pet Jan15 Ord Jan 15 


Wiuiams, Tuomas Antavr, Tynycoed, Glan Conway, | 


Denbigh, Farmer Bangor Pet Jan13 Ord Jan 13 
Wiutams, Witiiasm Jous, Penydarren, Merthyr Tydfil, 
Fish Seller Merthyr Tydfil Pet Jan16 Ord Jan 16 
Woottarp, Gronor, Cleckheaton, Yorks, Commission 
Agent Bradford Pet Janié Ord Jan 16 
Wrspuam, Tuomas Laxce.ot, Bromley Croydon Pet 
Jan1 Ord Jan 16 E 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Axzsey Inox Co, Tux, Southwark Bridge rd, Merchants 
Jen 29at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Bairer, Davin, Leeds, Fruiterer Jan 29 at 11 Off Ree, 
22, Park row, Leeds 

BexTuart, Arvert, Haverstock hill, Hampstead, Doctor 
Jan ®ati2 Bankrup'cy bldgs, Carey si 

Best. Frevenicx, Exeter, Licensed Hawker Feb 1 at 10.30 
Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Kxeter 

Beastos. Wittiam Horroyp, Leeds, Plasterer Jan 31 at 
11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

yey a Cardiff Jan 29at 12 117, St Mary st, 


Craeke, Hexsxny Watmetey, Nelson, Lancs, Toy Dealer 
Jan 80 at 1045 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Cock. Joux Lucius Astixy, Gloucester ter Jan 30 at 11 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Cooze, Wittiam Wurtier, Newmarket, Painter Jan 29 at 
3 The White Hart Hotel, Newmarket 

Cox, Lovis, Birmingham Jan 29 at 11 191, Corporation 
st, Birmingham 


Duns, Rateu, Newcastle on Tyne, Fruit Salesman Jan 27 
at 11.30 Off Rev, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 
Gaxssort, James, Blackburn, Shoe Maker Jan 30 at 10.30 
Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Hatt, Samvet, Great Orme’s Head, Llandudno, Jobbing 
bongs Jan 29at12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, 

ester 

Harpmay, Witt1am Henry, Blackburn, Decorators’ Mer- 
chant Jan 30at11.15 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Hestam, Gzorcr, Nottingham, Night Watchman Jan 30 
at1l Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, No 

Howes, Gzorcz Hersert Nevittz, Newmarket, Cycle 
Manufacturer Jan 29 at2.40 The White Hart Hotel, 
Newmarket ; 

James, Lewis Capvan, and Witi1am James, Gilfach Bar- 

. m, Grocers Jan 31 at 12 135, High st, 

Merthyr Tydfil Spey, 

Jonzs, Jony, steg, Glam, Colliery Tipper Feb 2 at 10 
117, St Mary st, Cardiff j s 

Jones, JOBN, radach, Glam, Collier Jan 29at3 135, 
High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Knicat, Wit14mM, Nottingham, Tailor Jan 3lati1 Off 
Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Mans, Atrrep Jonny, Gosforth, Northumberland, Timber 
Merchant Jan 27 at11 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, New- 


castle on Tyne 
NIGHTINGALE, ALFRED CnaArLEes, Woodcote Green, 
Wallington, Surrey, Advertisement Canvasser Jan 30 


at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

PapayansI, Nicgo.as, Southport, Cotton Broker Jan 30 
ati1l Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpoo) 

Parurs, May Frases, Bexhill on Sea Jan 29 at 2.30 
Granville Hotel, Bexhili on Sea 

Potiarp, WiLu1aM, Burnley, Fruiterer Jan 30 at 11 Off 
Ree, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Paice, Henry, ep. New Moat, Pembroke, Farmer 
Jan 27 at3 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, hen 

Ramspen, Hersert Woopwortrs, Hulme, Manchester, 
wecorator Jan 27 at 11 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 


ester 
Reap, Tuomas, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Mineral Water 
Manufacturer Jan 30 at 12 191, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 
f HoBBROOK, Jouy. Morchard Bishop, Devon, Farmer Feb1 
at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 
Simpson, Heyry Somes, Saas, Coal Exporter Jan 29 at3 
fy , Card 
SpzaninG, Jos, Crewkerne, Fishmonger Jan 30 at 2.30 
Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 
Squire, Jouy Bagret, Clifton hil), South Hampstead, Con- 
tractor Jan 29at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Trveritr, Gzoror, Bradford Jan 3lat 3 Off Rec, 29, 
Tyrrel st, Bradford 


Tvusyer, Heapeat Avcustus, Earl Soham, Suffolk, Farmer 
Jan 30 at 12.15 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Vay Gztper, Davin, 8t Mary’s rd, Canonbury, Meat Sales- 
man Jan3lati11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

WEaTHERALL, Isaac, Keighley, Yorks, Coal Merchant 
Jan 29at3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Wetts, Witt1am Barker, Hunslet, Leeds, Commercial 
pot ma Jan 29 at. 11.30 Off Rec, 22, Park row, 
Leeds 

Wiirams, Witt1am Epwarp, Aberbargoed, Mon, Iron- 
monger Jan 30at12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Wo tvagrp, Georce, Cleckheaton, Yorks, Commission Agent 
Jan30at3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Avsone, Samvue., Stevenage, Herts, Builder Luton Pet 
Dec6 Ord Jan 15 

AsuwortH, Gzorce, Burnley, Rail Maker Burnley Pet 
Jan15 Oxd Jan 15 

Best, Freperick, Exeter, Licensed Hawker Exeter Pet 
Jan15 Ord Jan 15 

Bowen, Danret, Clydach Vale, Glam, Colliery Overman 
Pontypridd Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 

Bow es, Evwix, Haverfordwest, Hotel Proprietor Pem- 
broke Dock Pet Dec 20 Ord Jan 15 

Baantow, WittiamM Hoxroyp, Leeds, Plasterer Leeds 
Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 

Byeetey, Crement, Portsmouth, Coal Merchant Ports- 
mouth Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 





Carew, Joun, Gateshead, Grocer Newcastle upon Tyne 
Pet Dec 20 Ord Jan 16 

CuiLp, Cerpuas OgLanpo Cuapman, Blackpool, Tobacconist 
Preston PetJan8 Ord Jan 16 

Conznx, Isapetta, Brondesbury 1d, Kiiburn High Court 
Pet Nov1i Ord Jan 15 

Co.sox, H P, Bury st, 8t James, Professor of Music High 
Court Pet Oct 31 Ord Jan 16 

Dons, katru. Newcastle on Tyne, Fruit Salesman New- 
castle on Tyne Pet Jan15 Ord Jan 15 

Emanvurt, Morcay, Abertillery, Mon, Grocer Tredegar 
Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 

Evays, Epwis, Whimsey Bridge, Oldbury, Grocer West 
Br.mwich Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 

Evans, Marruew, Tring, Herts, Hotel Keeper Aylesbury 
Pet Dec 12 Ord Jan 16 

Forstes, Joun Wit.iaM, Kingston upon Hull, Grocer’s 
Assistant Kingston = ull Pet Jani5 Ord Jan 15 

Fosrgsr, ALpzrt Henry, Kingston upon Hull, Insurance 
Agent Kingston upon H Pet Janji5 Ord Jan 15 

Feaskat, Isypor, Steward et, Cigarette Manufacturer 
High Court Pet Oct7 OrdJan 15 

Gzirvirns, Bicuarp, Cileen, nr Mold,) Flint, Farmer 
Chester Pet Jau16 Ord Jan 16 

Hammon, Neisow Fuancis, Stouting, Kent, Farmer Canter- 
bury Pet Jan16 Ord Jan 16 

Harpixnc, Geonon, Thorpe Langton, Leicester, Baker 
Lekester Pet Jan17 Ord Jan 17 

Hagnisos, Jous Anruuae, Sheffield, Motorman Bhefficld 
Sheffield Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 

Heenino, Antuur Cuaries, 8 Leonard’s on Sea, House 
Agent Hastings Pet Jan16 Ord Jan 16 

Jaues, Lewis. Capvay, and Wiriuam Jangs, Gilfach 

ee’ um. Grocer Merthyr Tydfil Pet Jan 4 

O anil 


Joun, Howe.t Mevupwy, Dolirion Woollen 
Garth, Brecon, Woollen Manufactmer Phen 
x Pet Jan 16 2 w 
RAUSE, AuGUST RICHARD halley 

Electiical Inspector Manchester - Pet" saaaue, 


Jan 15 a0) Oy 
Lawrence, Epwarp, Linslade, nr Leighton 
Bucks, Hotel Proprietor Luton Pet jaa 
1 


Jan 17 
Mann, Atrrep Joun, Newcastle on Tyne, Tim 
= bm gg Tyne — Jani1é6 Ord Jan ber Mery 
'TOHELL, ENRY, mymaen, Swansea 
ea PetJan16 OrdJan 16 Tabome 
Moreis, Epwarp Horner, Rotherham, York, Tay 
heffield Pet Janl6 Ord Jan 16 
Nogais, Caanies Feeperick, Smethwick, Staffs, Phos 
‘eo West Bromwich Pet Jan17 Ord Jany 
Po.z, Frank, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer Leica 
Pet Jani7 Ord Jan 17 
Portzovs, Apam Me.aosz, Wandsworth rd Veterinary 
5 










Surgeon High Court Pet Oct6 Ord Jan } 

Ruston, Artuus Daxsy, Filey, Yorks, Grocer 
Pet Jani7 Ord Jan 17 

Sawyer, James, Westhoughton, Lancs. Wheelwrigh 
Bolton Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 15 . 

SuipLey, WIL11AM, Beeston, Notts, Hosiery Hand Notting. 
ham Pet Jani5 Ord Jan 15 

SHopsrook, Jonny, Chillingford Farm, Morchard Bishop 

s ag age sage ot - 15 Ord Jan ib 

impson, Henry Joseps, Cardiff, Coal Exporter 

‘ Pet Dec 18 OrdJani? on 

jmiTH, THoMmas, arth, or rgele, Denbigh, Sehod. 
master Bangor Pet Jani7 Ord Jan ia 

Stoxz, Witi14m, Lower James st, Golden sq, Woollen Me. 
chant High Court Pet Dec18 Ord Jani 

Taveritt, Georce, Bradford, Maker of Artificial Tea 
Bradford Pet Jan16 Ord Jan 16 

Watson, Ernest, Walthamstow, Butcher's Salemp 
High Court Pet Jan11 Ord Jan15 

Wetis, Witi1am Barker, Hunslet, Leeds, Commerc) 
Traveller Leeds Pet Jan15 Ord Jan15 

Waiter, Henry, Luiton, nr Long Sutton, Linh, 
Butcher King’sLynn Pet Janid Ord Jaa 15 

Wickman, Cuas_es Hyatmapn, Kingston upon Hull, Joiner 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan 15 O:d Jan 15 

Wiiiiams, Tuouas Antruur, Tynycoed, Glan Conway, De: 
bigh, Farmer Bangor Pet Jani3 Ord Jan 13 

Wituiams, WILLIAM Joun, Penydarren, Merthyr Tyii! 
Fish Seller Merthyr Tydfil Pet Jan16 Ord Jani 

Woottarp, George, Cleckheaton, Yorks, i 
Agent Bradford Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 


London Gazette.—Toxrspay, Jan. 23. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Arrwoop, Eexzst Grorcz, Dover, Tailor Canterbuy 
Pet Jan 19 Ord Jan 19 

Brayiey, Ricaarp Wootacorr, Mumbles, Glam, Builder 
Swansea Pet Dec19 Ord Jan 19 

Bristow, Ratpu, Rochester, Tailor Rochester Pet Jan® 
Ord Jan 20 


Brookes, Bernakp ALFReD, Sheffield, Commercial Travelle 
Bheffield Pet Jan19 Ord Jan 19 


Cuase, Epwarp Arigt, Montpelier, Bristol, Builder Pé 
Jan 11 Ord Jan 18 

Crarxe, Henry, Goddenham, Suffolk Ipswich PetJan!! 
Ord Jan 17 : F 

Cooks, AgTaus WILLIAM, West Bromwich, Painter Wet 
Bromwich Pet Jan18 Ord Jan 18 

Dance, Tuomas, Little Birch, Hereford, Farmer Hereforl 
Pet Jan18 Ord Jan 18 

Ecoinaton, Corpett ALFrEp, Wolverhampton, Hair 
dresser Pet Jan1i5 Ord Jan 18 

Ex.1s, Epwarp, Gloucester, Plasterer Gloucester Pet 
Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 : 

Evans, Witt1am Heyry, Wednesbury, Auctioneer Walall 
Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 : 

Farrew., Joun, 8t George’s sq High Court Pet Jani 
Ord Jan 1 


Fever, Jonny Wit11am, Addison gdns, Kensington, Wine 
Merchant eo os Pet Dec 21 OrdJanl | 
Ga.uerr, Henny, Wylde Green, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, 
Builder Birmingham Pet Jan19 Ord Jan 19 
Girvorp, Henry, Harlow, Essex, Farmer High Court 
Dec 30. Ord Jan 19 
Greason, A, Tean, Staffs, Grocer Stoke upon Trent Pet 
Dec? Ord Jan 12 ‘ 
Hacairt, Henry, Kilham, Yorks, Farmer Kingston upes 
Hull Pet Jan19 Ord Jan 19 . 5 
Hamer, Jamus, Halifax, Fruit Dealer Halifax Pet Jan 
Ord Jan 15 * 
Harneis, Tuzornitus Wittiam Morxcom, Amburst ood 
Hackney, Physician High Court Pet Dec 
Jan 12 the 
Jowns, ALyaxp, Nantyglo, Mon, Baker Tredegar P 
16 Ord J 


an 18 
Jonzs, Joun, Blaenclydach, Tonypandy, Glam, Colbiet 
Pont Pet Jan18 Ord Jan 18 Wet 
oan Epwix, Smethwick, Staffs, Baker 


JonEs, 

Bromwich Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 

KiskpaTaick, W1LL1AM, Brook’s Bar, nr Manchester Bal- 

ford Pet Jan4 Ord Jan 18 Gn 

Laws, Sasseaes Waeass, Sees, nr Neath, 

A von Pet Jan 1 rd Jan 

Laos, Resenn, Fesmeste, 5 fame Bootmaker 
ortmadoc Pet Jan19 Ord Jan 

Maxrep, Leap edge Northwood, Rasagey Farmet 

Canterbury Pet Jan 19 an : 

she | (oun, Sant ee Glam, Butcher Pont 
i ‘et Jan 1 an 

RochoLin, Hixinnicn Gem. Achocn on Maiti Engivest 

Manchester Pet Jan 19 an 

Roz, Jouy, we Yorks, Shoe Maker Stockton o# ‘Tees 

Pet Jan 19 Ord Jan 19 . ode 

Rvs. Jamas, Gt Preston, nr Kippax, Yorks, Cattle 

Wakefield Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 18 





Saunpers, AxTHUR Norman, Mildenhall, batch, p.. 4 
Merchant Bury 8t Edmunds Pet Jan4 01 





son, V 
wpa 0 
gp, Wit 
Lee} Ord Je 


1x, Rol 
BaLbw' 3 at 1 
wex, DANI 
» Feb 1 at 1 


ROCKIE, J AM! 
. at11.30 1 
Buiwck, He 

Plumber 
Bygntey, Cu 
3 Off ke 
sz, Epw4 
acre 
RKE, DEN 
—_ 36, E 
Curt, Jouy 'l 
Printers 
Sypx 
BEE, SY 
Co me Yl 
68, Castle 
Dowsox, He! 
Manufac 
Ewanvst, M 
185, Hig 
EsDaany 

General 
Carey st 
Foutonr, Ja 
at 230 
Forrsr, AB’ 
Feb Lat 

Goven, Ric! 

ao « 


Buxos, Ag 


turer 

Nottan 
Hopasoy, | 

Feb 14 
Juns, Ho 


Jonss, AL 
c. 

Jonns, Jc 
Feb 5 
Kinny, E: 


Ree, 3 
KiaxpaTE 
Granii 





Canterbury 
lam, Builder 
' Pet Jan2 
cial Traveller 












juilder Pet 


Pet Jan it 








inter West 
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SS 4 
Euzasets, Gt Grimsby, Grocer Gt Grimsby Pet 


Scort, 
Jan 20 
sco fecas EW n>, Tedworth sq, Chelsea, Merchant 
th Court Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan 18 
gxompe, Epcar Moore, Cheltenham, Baker Cheltenham 
Pet Jan 17 Ord Jan 17 ‘ J 
Sracs, RUPEST, New Cleethorpes, Newsagent Gt Grimsby 
Pet Jani8 Ord Jan 18 


oun Cuanies, Northampton, Bookseller 
ee, con Pet Dec4’ OrdJan20 
TrexTHAM, JOHN, Prescot, Lancs, Tailor Liverpool Pet 
J Ord Jan 20 : 
Tvayes, WILLIAM ALEXANDER, Handsworth, Baker Bir- 
mingham Pet Jan17 Ord Jan 17 


r Joux Tuomas, Gt Grimsby, Tobacconist Gt 

YutMnaby Pet Dec 18 Ord Jan 18 

Wacars, Warter WILLIAM, Kingston upon Hull, 
Labourer Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan 19 Ord Jan 19 

Warp, WILLIAM ARTHUR, Kingston upon Hull, Laundry 
Agent Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan 19 Ord Jan19 

Warxins, James Wiu.iam, Florence rd, Stroud Green, 
Cabinet Maker High Court Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 

Werxes, Haney, Forest Gate, Essex, Commercial Traveller 
High Court Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan 18 

Wusixsoxy, Wim, and WittiaM Repmayn, Oldham, 
Tailors Oldham Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 

Wisewanp, Witiiam, Wigan, Contractur Wigan Pet Nov 


16 Ord Jan 18 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Bapwis, Rosert, Small Heath, Birmingham, Builder 
Feb 2 at 12 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Bowex, Daxizt, Clydach Vale, Glam, Colliery Overman 
Feblati12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil — 
Prockte, James, Forest Hil, Mechanical Engineer Feb 1 
at11.80 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
Buutock, Hersewt Heney, balkerne Hull, Celchester, 
Plumber Jan 31 at 2.30 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
Byzruey, CLemenT, Portsmouth, Coal Merchant Feb lat 
3 Off Kec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 
Cuasz, Eowarp AxigL, Montpelier, Bristol, Builder Jan 
vl at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Ciarke, Henry, Coddenham, suffolk Jan 3lat2.15 Of 
Ree, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
Curr, Jouy Topias, and WatTeR Cuaries Cooper, Boston, 
Printers Feb1at12.15 Off Rec, 4 and 6, West st, 
Boston 
Corse, Sypvey Witiiam, and Atrrep Tornam Corkg, 
West Folkestone, Sch.olmasters Fevlatiz Off Rec, 
68, Castle st, Canterbury 
Do.sox, Hewry Apert, Wolverhampton, Mineral Water 
Manufacturer Jan31 at 10.30 Off Kec, Wolverhampton 
Euayust, Moncan, Abertallery, Mon, Giocer Feb 2 at 12 
135, High st, Merthyr Tyanl 
Expwayx, ABRAHAM, Roseford gdns, Shepherd’s Bush, 
General Draper Feb 2 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 
Foutorr, James Jackson, St Neots, Hunts, Draper Feb 2 
at 230 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Forrer, Astaus Bunsamin Hagman, Gt Yarmouth, Carter 
Febilat12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Goveu, Ricnarp, Lichfield, Staffs, Coachbuilder Feb 1 at 
11.00 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
Greosox, A, Tean, Staffs, Grover Jan 31 at 3 Off Rec, 
King st, Newcastle, Staffs 
Hamer, Jaues, Halifax, Fruit Dealer Jan 31 at 3 Off 
Rec, Town Hali chmbra, Halifax 
Hammon, Neison Francis, Stouiing, Kent, Farmer Feb 1 
at 9.30 Of Kec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 
Haspixe, Geoxce, ihorpe Langton, Leicester, Baker Feb 
lati2 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Hixos, Agtaur, West Bridgford, Notts, Blouse Manufac- 
turer Feb 1 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castie pl, Park st, 
Nottinghem 
Hopasox, isaBeLLA, Hartburn Durham, Market Gardener 
Feb 14 at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 
Juux, Howett Mevupwy, Beulah, Garth, Brecon, Woollen 
Manufacturer Jan 31 at 230 Castle Hotel, Llandovery 
Jones, ALrrep, Nantyglo, Mon, Baker Feb at 3 139, 
Hign st, Merthyr ‘Tydnl 
Jowes, Joux, Blaenclydach, Tonypandy, Glam, Collier 
Feb5at3 185, High st, Merthyr Tydtil 
Kinsy, E.ias, Kirkby, Lancs, Farmer Jan 31 at 12 Off 
_ Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpvol 
Knpasmce, ing > Brook’s Bar, nr Manchester, 
ite Mason an 31 at 2 y 
* Manchester 30 Off Rec, Byrom st, 
Krauss, Avaust Ricnarp, Whalley Range, Manchester, 
Klectrical Inspector Jan 31 at 3 Off sec, Byrom st, 
Manchester 
Lazarus, Hymay, Charles sq, Hoxton Jan 3lat11 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st 
Leicu, Rev Cuaries Baran, Porchester gdns, Bayswater 
meee a an Bankruptoy bldgs, Carey st 
N, NOEL, Victoria st Jan 31 2 
bidge, Garey uf at 12 Bankruptcy 
ore. Percy Aupgrt, Westgate on Sea, Kent, Builder 
* eblat 12.90 Off Rec, 63, Castle st, Canterbury 
—_ Joux, Morning In, Hackney, Manufacturer of 
Preserved Provisions Feb5 at 11 Bankruptcy bid 
Carey st ” 
Morse, A J, Old Broad et Feb 5at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 


st 

Patugr, Epwiy, Millbrook, Southam ton, Baker Jan 31 

at 2.30 Ot Rec, Midi: oe i 

Sou mo » Midland Bank chmbra, High st, 
Pa.uer, Waren Hanoourt, Denning Ni, Hampstead, 
heer Jan 3lat12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
BANK, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer Jan 31 at 3 
Pore Reo, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

ek, WILLIAM Tuomas, Sussex pl, South Kensington, 

Corn Merchant eb 1 at 12 Bankrupiy bidgs, 


Pou, 


P Carey st 
“a Josren Srywour, Birmingham, Solicitor Feb 2 at 
Pup 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
xBY, James, Occupation 1d, Walworth, Cab Proprietor 








MERRYWEATHER. LONDON 
MERRYWEATHERS’ “ VALIANT ” 
PUMP AT WORK. 


Write for Illustrated 


STEAM 





MERRYWEATHER 


On FIRE PROTECTION and WATER SUPPLY 
To COUNTRY MANSIONS, ESTATES, &c. 


MERRYWEATHER & SONS, 63, LONG AGRE, W.C., LONDON, 


FIRE ENGINE MAKERS TO HM. THE KING. 


The ‘* VALIANT’’ is adapted for every kind of 
Pumping Work, including— 

Fire Protection, 

Water Supply to Houses and Farms, 

Watering Cattle, 

Pumping Out Ponds, 

Irrigating Land, 

Watering Lawns and Gardens, 

Washing Hops, Fruit Trees, &c., &c. 


THE LICHTEST AND MOST POWERFUL PUMP ON 
THE MARK’ 


Weight 6} cwt. Simple in Construction. 


AS SUPPLIED TO— 


Earl ed E. W. 
Lord Pirbright. Baron F. de Rothschild 
Wilbe ’ * | ities A de Hothochild. 


Pamphlet No. 829%. 











To Solicitors. 


THE NATIONAL SAFE DEPOSIT CO., LIMITED, 


1, QUEEN VICTORIA STREET, E.C. 


ESTABLISHED 1872. 


Subscribed Capital - 


- - £198,000. 


Is limited by its Memorandum of Association— 
(1) To the letting of Safes and Vaults. (2) To performing the office of Trustee or Executor. 


Moderate C 
No 


harges. 
Financial or Speculative Business u 


All Legal Work connected with Trusts or Execu'orships will be placed with the Solicitors introducing the same. 


Absolute Security. 
ndertaken. 


SAFES AND STRONG ROOMS FROM &1 ts. A YEAR. 


For further particulars apply to — 


A. E. ORAM, Dvwrect. r-Manager. 


Sront: 





ee Artnus Davey, Filey, Yorks, Grocer Jan 31 at 
74 bo! h 


, Newborough, Scarboroug 
Saunpers, Argtaur Norman, Mildenhall, Suffolk, Wine 





Merchant Feb2at2 Angel Hotel, Bury st unds 
SaunpEsson, ArnTuur, Sneinton, Notts, Sal to Whole- 
Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, 


sale Frait Merchant Jan 31 at 12 
Park st, Nottingham 

Scort, James Epwarp, Tedworth sq, Chelsea, Merchant 
Feb5at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Suorvanp, James Rowe, » Glos, Builder Jan 
31 at 11.30 Off Kec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Spawtos, W1LL1AM Henry, Leicester, Stonemason Jan 31 
at12 Off Ree, 1, i st, Lei 

Srevens, Konert Epwarp, and Freperick Sanur. 
GasgLanD, Swansea, Hatters Feb at 12 Off Rec, 31, 
Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Summers, Frepericxk Seraceett, Redditch, Worcester 
Feb 5atil 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Tomirtsson, Frayxk, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Traveller 
Jan 21 at 10 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Troventon, Wittiam, Wisbech, Isle of Ely, Cambridge, 
Publican Febiat 12.30 Otf Kec. 8, King st, Norwich 

Ty.er, Water, Birmingham, Boot Factor Feb lat ll 
191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Warkins, James Wittiam, Florence rd, Stroud Green, 
Cabinet Maker Feb 5 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Carey st 
We kes, Haray, Forest Gate, Essex, Commercial Traveller 
Feb latl Bankruptoy bidgs, Carey st 
Wai ey, Heyry. Lutton, nr Long Sutton, Lincoln, Butcher 
Feb Latl Off Reo, 8, Kiog st, Norwich 
Wioxman, Cuanies Hyacuar, Ki upon Hull, Joiner 
Jan 3latil Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 
Wituiams, Wittiam Jouy, Penydarren, Merthyr fl, 
fish Seller Feb 1 at3 195, High st, Merthyr Tv: 
Witisox, WALTER a, Sheidwich, Kent, Farmer 
vee wink = Sooe Stekeet Oh hire, Batcher 
Wisos, Witiiam, 4 . Cheshire, Ba 
Feb 2 at 2.30 Off Reo, Castle chmbcs, 6, Vernon st, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Arrwoop, Ernest Grorsex, Dover, Tailor Canterbury 
Pet Jani9 Ord Jan 19 





Buistow, Batra, R ter, Tailor R Pet Jan 20 
Ora Ji 


‘an 20 : 
Brooxss, Bernarp Airetp, Sheffield, Commercial Traveller 
Sheffie'd Pet Jan 19 Ord Jan 19 
Coane, Bt Coddenham, Suffslk Ipswich Pet Jan 17 

Ord Jan 1 ‘ . 
Cooxe, ArTaur Wrttam, West Bromwich, Staffs, Painter 
West Bromwich Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 é 
Coomer, Henry Cuarues, Cardiff, Fruit Merchant Cardiff 
Pet Jan17 Ord Jan 17 
Danse, b yy om —y Hereford, Farmer Hereford 
et Jan 18 an 
Dees, Hews, Liverpool, Builder Liverpool Pet Jan 3 
0 an . 
Eecrxeron, Consett Atraep, Wolverhampton, Hairireseer 
Wol Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan 18 
E.us, ee _— Gloucester Pct Jan 
20 O an : 
Eapmann, Apranam, Roseford gdns, She s Push, 
General Dealer High Court Pet Jan17 Ord Jan 17 
Guasxix, Epwix Eaautxe, Goldhawk rd, ‘"s Bush, 
i igh Court Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 18 
Cnt One, toe Grocer Stoke upon Trent Pet 
Hacaitr, Henry, Kilham, Yorks, Farmer Kingston upon 
Jan19 Ord Jan 19 
i Fish Dealer Halifax Pet Jan 15 


Garoson, A, Tean, 
Dec7 Ord Jan 20 


Blaenclydach, 
Pet Janis Ord Jan 18 
sone aoe 
an 
Jones, Sauuet Davins, Werndriw Lodge, ar Lampeter,. 
Carmarthen @ Urd Jan 13 


Jonas, Joux, 


Pet Dec 
Lewis, Bexgamix Wiuttam, Cadoxton, nr Neath, 
Neath Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 
Luoyp, aaa, See ofan = , Bootmaker 
an 
ee 8 Lancs, Engimer Salfurd Pet. 


Mayrap, Rosexrt Writtam, Ramagate, Farmer Canter- 
bury Pet Jan 19 Ord Jan 19 





Beuuis, Tuomas, Rock Ferry, Cheshire, Labourer Birken- 





Feb 1 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey at 


head Pet Jan4 Ord Jan 17 


Mvacu, Harry, Latimer rd, Notting Hill, Builder High 
Court Pet Dec 28 Ord Jan 18 
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Patan, Epwrx, Milbrook, tenn, Baker South- 
ampton Pet Jan 17 Ord Jan 
Perkins, Atrazp Enanesr, Southend, Essex, 
Victualler High Court Pet Dec1 Ord Jan 19 
Par oe Ystrad Rhondda, Glam, Butcher Ponty- 
Pet Jan 19 Ord Jan 19 
Pupwey. sh Oset’ Pee eeeeee 7 rd, bg ye Cab Proprietor 
High Cor Pet 17 
Revitt, Farperickx Jonny, Forest Mitre Kent, Grocer Green- 
wich Pet Nov3 Ord Jan 19 
Roz, Joux, Egton, Yorks, Shoemaker Stockton on Tees 
Pet Jan 19 Ord Jan 19 
Ryz, James, Gt Preston, nr Kippax, Yorks, Cattle Dealer 
Waketield Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 19 
Saunpgers, Artuur Normax, Mildenhall, Suffolk, Wine 
Merchant Bury 8t Edmunds Pet Jan4 Ord Jan 16 
Scort, Exizapetu, Gt A eam Grecer Gt Grimsby Pet 
Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 
—— See = _——, me eam Baker Cheltenham 
‘an I 
wie... 4 oe onal Earl’s Court sq, Kensington, 
Merchsnt High Court Pet Oct 20 Ord Jan 19 
Stace, Rurert, New Cleethorpes, Newsagent Gt Grimsby 
Pet Janis Ord Jan 18 
Sumnes, Wit11aM Tuomas, Northfieet, Kent, Schoolmaster 
Rochester Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 19 
ear = Joun, Prescot, Lanc, Tailor Pet 
Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 
Tornzr, Wi1im ALEXANDER, ~; “poe Baker 
Pet Jan 17 Ord Jan Is 
Van Gripen, Davin, St Mary’s rd, Canonbury, Meat Sales- 
man High Court Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 19 
Vexcest, Giacomo, Lisle st, Leicester sq, Boarding House 
High Court Pet Aug l4 Ord Jan 18 
Warrze Wit1iam, Kingston upon Hull, 
gton upon Hull Pet Sen 19 Ord Jan 19 
Warp, beg n= Axrtaur, Kingston upon Hull, Laundry 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan 2 19 Ord Jan 19 
Wusnoes, Wiuiam, and ,WItuiaM enam, Oldham, 
T idham "Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 1 
Waicat, Wiitiam Epwaap, Lee on the Solent, Hants, 
Schoolmaster Portsmouth Pet Jani Ord Jan 16 
Wrxpsam, Tuomas Lancetor, Bromley Croydon Pet 
Jan1 Ord Jan 20 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Dec 1: 
Kremer, Lewis Barnett, Wilke st, Spitalfields, Cabinet 
Maker High Court Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 27 


Liverpool 


Wa oars, 
la 





ING’S COLLEGE, LONDON. 


CLASSES for the LONDON UNIVERSITY 
MATRICULATION and PROFESSIONAL PRE- 

LOMINARY EXAMINATION, 

Individual ‘Tuition in all Subjects —- for the 

Fee for ha f-yearly course, £3 3s. 
Students may join at any time at —— fees. 
Next Term commences on iar Cll 
App'y to the Szcrerary, Kin llege, Strand, W.C. 





R. F. J. EGERTON WARBURTON, 
havi just the Bar Final (Second Class 
Honours), will be g to READ with not more than 
three Gentlemen for that exam. Constitutional Law or 
Criminal Law ; terms very moderate.—Apply 37, ‘Tavistock- 
crescent, Westbourne Park, W. 


pAY.— —Firm of City Solicitors Desires to 
Recommend Book-keeping and Common Law Clerk ; 
with them — years, and leaving im consequence of 

ama!gamation of businesses ; highest referenc2s.— Box 927, 
care uf ‘Solicitors’ Journal” Office, 27, Chancery- lane, 
London, W.C. 


RIVATE SECRETARY.—Young Gentle- 

man, Lancs., holding responsible position, wel- 

educated and thoroughly conversant with every class of 

clerical work, Desires ro as Private Secretary 

and Companion; could supply highest references as to 

character, oan’ &c.—Address 8. 708, care of “ Solicitors’ 
Chancery-lane, W. C. 


SLATIONS, Technical, in all Lan- 
by native — experts; Patent Law work a 
speciality." extern RDIALE”’ ScHOOL, 61, Regent- 














TO TRUSTEES, SOLICITORS, and OTHERS. 


ESSRS. SAGE & HOPE, Reevezene ont and 
Estate Agents, have published a 

hold and Leasehold Pieputes and Land for Sale, ohich 

they will be > to send free of charge on application ; 

all entries in the Register have been strictly investigated 

and found to be reliable investments.—Write at once to 
their Offices, 267, Park-lane, Tottenbam. 


AW.— GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges :— 


Abstracts Copii 





} per sheet. 


i 
PAPER. —Foolscap, 14. “per ‘sheet ; 
Parchment, 1s. 6d, to 3s. 6d. per skin. 


KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 


LADY DETECTIVE, educated, experienced, 
Undertakes Private and Confidential Inquiries; Di pee 
Commercial, &c.; strictintegrity ; moderate fees ; 
female assistants.—Miss Easton, 241, Shaftesbury-avenue, 
(two doors from) New Oxford-street. 


per folio. 
Draft, 





——~ 





OLICITORS, COMPANIES, and Others. 

—A Gentleman having first-floor Offices near Bank 

is prepared to Undertake Secretarial Work, provide Offices 

and Clerks; inclusive fees,—Address, Fivanc IAL, care of 

Hoskins & "Son, Land and Estate Agents, Valuers, &c., 
143, Cannon-street, London, E.C. 


OANS ADVANCED, at moderate interest, 
on Freeholds and long Leaseholds. —Apply, Manaczs, 
Star Life Assurance Society, 32, Moorgate-street. 


FREEHOLD SHOP in Centre of Reading ; 

let upon lease at £175; price £3,500; shewing 5 per 
cent. clear ; high-class trustees’ investment.—Mesars, G. B. 
Burtier & Sox, Auctioneers, Reading. 


ONEY AVAILABLE for MORTGAGE. 
—Sound Securities only entertained; Freehold or 
Leasehold ; Funds up to £100,000; no commission. —Apply, 
AgrTavr ALDRivgr & Co., F. Ad, Cromweil House, Surrey- 
street, Strand. 











ANDREW'S HOSPE 


FOR 


MENTAL DISEASES, 


NORTHAMPTOS 
For the Upper and Middle Classes sal 


ST. 


Prestpent : 
THE RIGHT HON. THE EARL SPENCER, 


The Institution is pleasantly situated in a 
locality, one mile from the Northampton Station 
London and North-Western and Midland B 
one-and-a-half hours only from London, and is 
by more than 100 acres of pleasure — 

The terms vary from 31s. 6d. to £4 4s. a week, 
to the requirements of the case. These terms 
reduced by the Committee of Management under 
“Patients paying higher rates can have Special AAI 

atients paying er rates can have 
Horses and Ca: 4 , and Private Rooms in the J 
or in Detached Villas in the Grounds of the Hospital ; @ 
_—. Park, a branch establishment, two miles from th 
ospii 
There is a a Seaside House, Bryn-y-Neuadd 
Llianfairfechan, N. Wales, beautifully situated in a 
180 acres, to which patients may be sent. 
out cone infurmation apply to the Medical 
inden’ 


BUNTINGFORD RETREAT 
SANATORIUM. 


FOR GENTLEMEN SUFFERING F 
INEBRIETY OR ABUSE OF DRUGS, 
Privately or under the Inebriates Acts. 
Two Resident Medical Officers. 
Terms - - 1} to 3} Guineas, 
3 mile from Station, G.E.R. 


oe 





Apply to 


“Superintendent,” Hillside, Buntingford, 





LYMPIA, TO-DAY, at 2.30. 
Biggest and Best Show on Earth for 1s. 

‘the GREAT GAME of PELOTA. 
DARE-DEVIL SCHREYER and others. 
TO-NIGHT, 7.30. GREAT FOOTBALL CONTEST. 
ECHREYER in bis DARING and THRILLING DIVE. 

y er Attractions. 
CAFE onan ee. WINTER GARDENS. 
Luncheons served from 1.30. Dinners from 6.30. 
INCLUSIVE . ‘ADMISSION, 1s. 





S. FISHER, 188, Strand. 





INEBRIETY. 


HOUSE, LEICESTER 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 


Medical Attendant : ae a : = 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal: - M. 

Study of Inebriety. Thirty ae pono = 

and Medi "References. For terms and particulam 


apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 
TeLeGRAPHio AppREss: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER! 


Treatment of INEGRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 


Yor Terms, &c. » apply to 
¥. 8. D. HOGG, M. —¢ 8., &., 


Medical 
Telephone: P.O. 16, Renee 


MELBOURNE 








Treatment of Iacbricty and the Drug Mabil, 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 

ST, MARGARET’S, EAST TWICKENHAM, 8.W, 
(Private Home, Sésoneel and under Government 
Supervision.) 
Gentlemen are received either under the Act, or as Private 
Pasion Agecial Arrangements for Professional and Bus 
to whom time is an object. Boating, 

Cfeling Billiards, &, 

For Terms apply Resipent MeEpIcAL SurEginTEN DENT, 








) 


PROBATE VALUATIONS | 


Ae 


The Members of 


are respecttully requested to kindly Recom- 
ecutors and others 





1&2 


ag 


LEGAL PROFESSION 


ESTABLISHED 


LONDON, W. 
1772. 


SPINK & SoN, 


, GRACECHURCH STREET, CORNHILL, -Laerye and 17 & 18, ~rccapul 
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